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WITHERBY & CO. 


with which is incorporated 


GREAVES, PASS & CO. 


LAW & GENERAL STATIONERS, 
COMPANIES’ & PARLIAMENTARY 
PRINTERS. 


Factory and Printing Works: 
326, HIGH HOLBORN, 
LONDON, W.C. 


NEWMAN’S COURT, CORNHILL; 
63, COLEMAN STREET; & 
2-3, WEST STREET, FINSBURY, E.C, 


Ho porn 92. 
“WuerEBy, LONDON.” 


Telephone: 


AVENUE 836 (two lines), 
Telegrams: 


{ Lonpon WALL 3393+ 


THE BRITISH LAW FIRE 


INSURANCE COMPANY, LIMITED, 


5 LOTHBURY, LONDON, E.C. 

(with Branches throughout the Kingdom), 
SUBSCRIBED OAPITAL AND RESERVES - - £1,280,000 
FIRE, LOSS OF PROFITS DUE TO FIRE, EMPLOYERS’ LIABILITY under 
Workmen’s aie Act, 1906, and independently thereof, ACCIDENT AND 
SICKNESS, and BURGLARY, 
Gentlemen in a position to introduce Business are invited to undertake Agencies within 
the United Kingdom. 


No Foreign Business undertaken. 
Manager and Secretary H. FOSTER CUTLER. 


LAW REVERSIONARY = INTEREST SOCIETY 


THANET HOUSE, 231-232 SSA, LONDON, W.C. 

es ie THE LAW COURT 

24 LINCOLN'’S INN FIEL DS, LONDON, 
£400,000 


EsTaBLisHED 1853, 
Debenture Stock ..- £330,130 
REVERSIONS PURCH. ASE :D. “ADV ANC ES MADE THEREON. 


Forms of Proposal and full information can be obtained at the Society's Offices. 
W. OSCAR NASH, F.1.A., Actuary and Secretary. 


LEGAL*«» GENERAL 


LIFE ASSURANCE SOCIETY. 
ESTABLISHED 1836. 


10, FLEET STREET, LONDON. 


Telephones : 








REMOVED FROM No. W.c. 


Capital Stock 








THE 


PERFECTED SYSTEM 
OF 


LIFE 
ASSURANCE. 


SECURE. 











FREE, SIMPLE AND 


FUNDS - . - £6,317,000. INCoME- - . £843,000. 
YEARLY Business - £3,000,000. Bustness IN ForcFr £23,680,000. 


TRUSTFES. 


The Right Hon. The Earl of Hatssury. 
The Hon. Mr. Justice Deanx. 

His Honour Judge Bacon. 
Ricuarp Pennineton, Esq., J.P. 
Romer Wituiams, Esq., D.L., J.P. 


DIRECTORS. 
Deputy-Chairman. 
Romer Wiuiiams, Esq., D.L., J.P. 


Healey, Sir C. E. H. Chadwyck, K.C.B., 
K.C 


nu. 

Johnson, Charles P., Esq., J.P. 
Masterman, Henry Chauncy , Esq. 
Mellor, The Right Hon. pm W., K.C. 

wile, Thomas, 
Saltwell, Wm. Henry, Esq. 
Grant-Meek, A., Exq., J.P. (Devizes). Tweedie, R. W., 
Haldane, Francis G., "Bs j-, W.S. Younger, Robert, Esq. me oN 


REVERSIONS AND LIFE INTERESTS.—The Society lends in 


Chairman. 
Ricuarp Penninaton, Esq., J.P, 

Bacon, His Honour Judge. 
Deane, The Hon. Mr. Justice. 
Ellis-Danvers, oy Henry, Esq. 
Finch, Arthur 
Follett, coun BS ‘bag J.P 
Frere, John W.c , Esq. 








large or small amounts, and purchases at favourable prices. 
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Cases Reported this Week. 


Britannic Merthyr (cal Co. v. David 

Cross v. Lloyd Greame 

Dendy v. Evans 

Great Western R: iilway Co. v. Carpall a United China Clay Co. 
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Current Topics. 


New Trustee Stocks, 

Wr notice elsewhere stating, in effect, that South 
cent. Inscribed Stock (1924) and South Aus- 
tralia 3% per cent. Inscribed Stock (1934) have been placed 
among the trust investments authorized by the Trustee Act, 1893, 
subject to the restrictions contained in section 2 (2) of that Act. 


PRINT a 
Australia 3% per 


The Michaelmas Law Sittings. 

Tue sirrines which have just terminated do not appear to have 
brought cheerfulness to the bar either at Lincoln’s-inn or at the 
Temple. Those who practise in the Chancery Division are very 
well satisfied with their judges, but complain that the causes are 
of a dull and uninteresting character, and that the Division itself 
shews signs of a decline in life and vigour. A serious decrease 
is also noted in the work transacted in chambers. Some of this 
decline may be due to the, state of uncertainty which precedes a 
General Election, but there appears to be little hope of a change 
for the better after the meeting of the new Parliament. The 
admitted depression in the building trade must certainly have 
caused a diminution in the number of mortgages and other trans- 
affecting land, to the detriment of those engaged in the 
practice of conveyancing. The Kine’s Bench Division does not 
appear to fare any better. The continuous cry for more judges 
would lead one to suppose that the bar is well employed, but it 
is explained that the time of the sittings is taken up by the trial 
of a few heavy and intricate in which eminent counsel 
obtain fabulous fees and refreshers, but which only serve to 
obstruct the business of « rdinary practitioners. We cannot but 
think that there is some ground for the statement that in certain 
cases tried by juries the speeches, of counsel are unduly pro- 
A long opening speech, during which copious extracts 
from correspondence are rei ad by counsel, is often of little or no 
value. Judges like Lord Esuer, and Bramwett and Lusu, L.JJ., 
had great influence in repressing the prolixity of counsel, but 
their successors appear to prefer a policy of non-intervention. 


actions 


Causes, 


longed. 


Sittings on Circuit. 

A rerurN has been made for the year 1908 of the time occu- 
pied by the judges of the King’s Bench Division, in actual work 
a circuit. From the prefatory letter of the Lord Chief Justice 
to tae Ilome Secretary, it appears that, without making any 
allowance for Commission days, or days wholly or partly occu- 
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in London 
ailable 


more than they would have sat had they been sitting 
If the actual figures for the Northern 
—they have taken at six hours a day—the 
would have been We are not sure what moral this 
teaches, or is intended to teach. Occasionally, no doubt, the 
conditions of work on circuit lea 
Instances will be found in these figures 
hours are fairly frequent, and occa 
ten, or even twelve 
January, Grantnam, J., sat 9 hours 35 minutes At 
Guildford, on the 2nd of March, Warton, J., sat 10 hours: at 
Winchester, on the 10th of February, Buexnt1, J., sat 11 hours, 


Circuit had been av 
been | 


vreater. 


hours. Thus 


and also 4 hours on the next day. which was Brist 1 Com- 
mission Day. This was exceeded at the same town on the 
50th of May (Saturd iv) bv Lawrance, J., who sat 12 hours. and 
then had to give 2 hours on Monday, which was Salisburv Com- 
mission Day. There are also firures of a contrary nature. Oak- 
ham, on the 15th of February, was cleared off in 20 minutes. 
and was very prop rly taken on the Commission Day: and 
occasionally ‘the list shews “no sitt ne.” Sometimes, too. a 
clear “Commission Day ’’ is followed by ve ry little work on the 


next day, as at Dolegelly on the 22nd of Mav. where the work 


occupied only t5 mmnutes. It is to he honed th T _ erciful 
system of averages gives these holidays sometin to the judges 
who have to deal with the block at Winchester. But the fieures 
do not in reality tell us more than was known before. Work 


in London is more uniform than on circuit A court may at 
though this is unusual. On 
circuit the judges’ work, as far as time woes, iS A littl harder, but 


times sit over hours to finish a case, 


circuit life has its compensations in variety and in occasional days 
off. In ‘the ; 
must have its uncertainties. The figures may. however. 
shew how the circuits can be re-arrane 


nature of things work, as now conducted. 


help to 
this. 


ASSIZ¢ 


as to minimize 


ed s¢ 


The New Form of Swearing. 


CoNSIDERING THE difficulty there is in obtaining 


from the 
Legislature necessary and pressing 


alterations of the law, it 1S 
singular how some measures, for which there is no real demand. 
and which in practice will only cause trouble, manact 
through almost unnoticed. Such Act. which 
will come into force on the Ist of Jar and with reference 
to which a correspondent raises some questions in a letter which 


The Act first pro. ides that “al ny oath may 
be administered and taken” by the d ponent holding the New 
Testament “ in his uplifted hand ’’ and saying or 


s the recent Oaths 


uary next, 


we print elsewhere. 

: a repeating after 
“the officer ’’ the words, “I swear by Almighty God that . Pi. 
using the ordinary words of the oath. “Officer” includes every 
After making this 
form of swearing permissive, the Act goes on té provide that 
the officer shall] use it unless the deponent voluntarily objects, or 
is physically incapable of so takine it . In the case of Jew s the Old 
Testament will be used. “ Velunt irily,” of course, 


person duly authorised to. administer oaths 


do S not mean 
that the deponent must himself suggest. his objection, and it will 
be competent for the officer to ask him if he objects to swear with 
uplifted hand. If he does object, this will clearly be his voluntary 
objection, and he will be sworn in the usual way. Very possibly 
this will become the common practice, for the new form requires 
a perfectly unne essary repetition of the Supreme Name, and will 
on this ground be repellent to many, and it will take more time. 
If, however, the di ponent does not « bject, the 
used, and he must swear “ 


new 
with uplifted hand.” This expre ssion 
occurs in section 5 of the Oaths Act, 1888, with which the present 
Act is to be read, and is there used in 
form of swearing. 


form must be 


reference to the Scotch 


construed with reference to Scotch practice, and 
that, we believe, the hand is raised ahove the he id 
be that to some this will be 


according to 
And it may 
the meaning of “uplifted.” Still. 
there is no need to treat the independent provision of the new 
Act as importing Scotch practice, and ‘ uplifted a 
be satisfied by raising the hand above its natural 1 sition. 
doubt, however, whether the question will be in pr 


iy very well 


portant as our correspondent appears to 
the witness uses, and whether eloy 


Suggest 


d or ungloved 





excess 


d to prolonged hours of sitting. 
Sittings of over eight 
sionally they extend to nine, 
at Reading, on the 31st of 


Possibly, therefore, the present Act is to be | 


We | 
. e | 
actice so im- | 


pied in travelling, the judges sat on circuit at least 231 hours | high he raises it, are not matters of which the law will take 


notice if any question arises as to the validity of the oath, 
2 | Possibly some court officials and commissioners may be par- 
ticular about the exact way in which an oath is taken, but it is 
: better not to trouble about such details. The more nearly the 
» | oath in practice takes the nature of a mere affirmation, the better 
both for business and reverence. 


The Report of the Copyright Committee. 

THE REvIsIon of the Berne International Copyright Conven. 
tion of 1886, which was effected by the Copyright. Conference held 
at Berlin in 1908, has necessitated an examination of the extent 
to which Enelish Copyright Law requires to be altered if it is to be 
brought into e¢ nformity with the Revised Convention. This task 
has been undertaken by the Board of Trade Committee appointed 
last March, of which Lord Gorey has been chairman, and the ir 
report, just issued, raises important and difficult questions as to 
the extension of copyright privileges. With regard to the neces 
sity for consolidating and simplifying the whole statute law of 
The 


confusion into which the subject has fallen, in consequence of 


copyright there is not likely to be any difference of opinion. 


the passing of successive Acts of Parliament, drafted upon no 








settled principle, and introducing numerous useless distinctions, 
is well known. The committee emphasize it by commencing 
their report with a chronological summary of these statutes— 
twenty-three in number—commencine with the Engraving Copy- 
right Act. 1734, and coming down to the Musical Copvright Act, 
1906. “This epitome,”’ they say, “sufficiently indicates the 
| confusion which prevails. It would be a creat ad antage if the 
| British law were placed on a plain and uniform basis, and that 
| basis were one which is common, so far as practicable, to the 
nations which join in the Convention.”’ Any Act for this pur- 
pose would have to be both a consolidating and an amending 
| one, snd the task of getting it throueh Parliament may present 
| difficulties, but these should not be insuperable The leading 
provisions contained in the Revised Convention which differ from 
our own law are as follows :—(1) the inclusion of architecture 
(2) the exclusion of all technical 
requirements, such as registration, as a conditi n for protec- 
tion; (3) the extension of the term of protection : (4) the exten- 
sion of copyright so as to include the right of translating: (5) 
the protection of the performance of musical works not to be 
(6) the exten- 


| 


as a subject for protection: 


conditional on a notice forbidding performances ; 
sion of musical copyrigit, so as to cover the adaptation of musical 
And there are also pro- 


works and 


works for mechanical reproduction. 
visions for extending copyright to “choreographi 
form of which is fixed in writing or 
therwise the committee not unnaturally 
regards as stretching copvright to the point of absurdity—and 


to cinematograph productions. 


pantomimes, the acting 


y 


"which one of 


Copyright in Buildings. 


AS TO ARCHITECTURE, the committee recommend that the law 
should be altered so as to accord with the Revised Convention, 
which in Article 2 

tected. The idea is not a new one; it was before the Royal Com. 
mission of 1878, who did not consider it practicable; but the 
| present committee, “by a large majority ’’—so runs the report— 


includes this amone the subjects to be pro- 





| “have come to the conclusion, after due consideration of the 
| evidence, that it is desirable to recommend that architecture 
| be accepted as a matter to be protected, both for the sake of 
| uniformity and because it deserves to be protect d, and presents 
| no difference in principle from that applicable to the sister arts.” 
' Three of the committee—Mr. Joynson-Hicxs, Mr. Scruton, 
K.C., and Mr. Trevor Witi1amMs—differ from this recommenda- 
tion, and it will require very careful consideration before it is 
adopted. Mr. Trevor Wit.iaMs points out that plans and 
drawings are already fully protected; but the buildings them- 
selves are designed and erected to order, and the architect is 
remunerated by commission on cost. The copyright protection, 
if granted, should belong to the owner of the building, 
ever, does not want it. Mr. Jornson-Hicxs observes that the 


who, how- 


Which hand | protection would tend to prevent improvements in architecture, 
and just how 


We do 


without any commensurate advantage to the architect. 
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not know the architects’ case, but there seems to be serious objec- 
tion to the proposed extension. Ag to registration and other 
technical requirements, the committee are prepared to give them 
up in accordance with the provision of the revised Article 4, that 
“the enjoyment and exercise of these rights shall not be subject 
to the performance of any formality.” It is pointed out that the 
present requirements of British law are anomalous and uncertain, 
and are especially onerous to foreign authors; while the protec- 
tion of other kinds of personal property is free from any similar 
conditions. ° The true remedy, however, seems to be to simplify, 
and not to abolish, the system of registration. Mr. Trevor 
WiL.iAMs points out in his dissentient note that registration is 
important in order to insure that the public shall know exactly 
when the copyright is at an end. ' 


The Proposed Extension of Term of Copyright. 


Remedies for Breach of Promise of Marriage. 

In a recent case of Claparols v. de Castro, in the Court of 
First Instance for the district of Manila (Philippine Islands), 
the question was raised whether, under the Spanish law, an 
action for damages could be maintained for the alleged breach 
of a promise of marriage. It appeared that by the ancient 
Spanish code the bishops, or those acting in their place, might 
compel those who had entered into espousals to complete the mar- 
riage, because those who promised to marry one another were 
bound to complete the marriage unless they could present some 
lawful excuse. The notion of compelling parties to enter into 
and maintain so sacred and delicate a relation as that of matri- 
mony is repugnant to the ideas of modern civilization, but it 
must be remembered that actions for the specific performance 
of a, contract of marriage were at one time sanctioned by the 
laws of this country, as is shewn by 26 Geo. 2, c, 33, s. 13, 





THE MOST important of the recommendations of the committee 
is that in favour of the extension in this country of the term of 
protection, so that it shall agree with Article 7 of the Revised 
Convention :—* The term of protection granted by the present 
Convention shall include the life of the author and fifty years after 
his death.’’ This is the term already allowed in France, Belgium, 
Sweden, and several other countries; Germany, Japan, and 
Switzerland allow life and thirty years; in Spain it is life and 
eighty years; in Italy life or forty years. The United States 
allow twenty-eight years, with a right of renewal in certain cases 
for a further period of twenty-eight years. In this country the 
period differs according to the subject-matter, but the ordinary 
period is that under the Copyright Act, 1842, namely, life 
and seven years, or forty-two years, whichever is the 
longer. The committee report that it would not be 
prejudicial to the public interests to adopt the pro- 
posed term of the author’s life and fifty years, and 
they think it would tend to beneficial assistance in the develop- 
ment and progress of literature and art. It would clearly be 
advantageous to have a uniform international period, and the pro- 
tection allowed in 1842 might now very well be followed by an 
increased recognition of the auther’s exclusive rizht to the benefit 
of hisown work. There should not be much difficulty in securing 
the proposed extension ; nor in adopting the next recommenda- 
tion of the committee, namely, to give to authors during the 
whole term of the right in the original work the exclusive right 
of making or authorizing a translation. The international char- 
acter of copyright being once recognized, it follows that it ought 
to cover translation. This is the chief means of making the 
author’s work valuable to him in other countries than his own. 
The proposed changes in regard to musical copyright raise con- 
tentious questions. Under the Copyright (Musical Compositions) 
Act, 1882, the copyright owner, in order to retain the exclusive 
right of performance, must publish a notice reserving such right 
on the title-page of every published copy of the music. It is 
proposed that this requirement shall be withdrawn. Since 1882 
the necessity for it has been diminished by the Copyright 
(Musical Compositions) Act, 1888, which has placed the right 
to damages and on a more reasonable footing. — Still, 
seeing the doubts which exist as to performing rights in any 
particular composition, it is not clear that the present notice 
should, in the publie interest, be abandoned. The committee | 
recognize the difference of opinion among the witnesses on this 
point, but are in favour of abolishing the ndtice. Gramophone 
and other records have introduced a new musical copyright ques- 
tion which, having regard to the nature of these instruments, we 
could well have spared. It appears that manufacturers have 
proceeded on the idea that composers have no rights in the 
matter, and that there is a difficulty as to altering or declaring 
the law to the prejudice of the former. It has been proposed 
that if the exclusive right of composers is recognized, manufac- 
turers should be protected by a system of compulsory licences. 
But the committee reject this, and recommend both that the 
composer’s exclusive right to have his music turned into a 
“record? should. be recognized, and that he should have 
freedom of action with regard to its exercise. In this matter 
sympathy will probably be with the composers, rather than wth 





costs 





the manufacturers. | 


held to be valid. 


which enacts that in no case whatsoever shall any suit or pro- 
ceeding be had in any ecclesiastical court in order to compel a 
celebration of any marriage in facie ecclesia, by reason of 
any contract of matrimony whatsoever, per verba de presenti, 
or per verba de futuro, which shall be entered into after the 
25th of March, 1754, any law or usage to the contrary notwith- 
standing. The Manila court, after a close examination of the 
Spanish authorities, could find no precedent for the awarding 
of damages for a breach of a simple promise to marry, where 
there was no express stipulation for indemnity, and in their 
decision against the plaintiff they take occasion to observe that, 
in determining whether a new and unusual remedy should be 
imported into the jurisdiction, the courts ought, if the law 
has not concluded the question, to consider how the same remedy 
has worked in other jurisdictions, and whether it would be em- 
ployed, not by the deserving but by the least worthy. Judged by 
these standards, the action for breach of promise has not been 
considered a success for promoting the ends of justice. 


English Wills Made in France, 

Tue Times of the 16th of December contains an explanation 
of the decision of the Civil Chamber of the Court of 
Cassation in Paris, given last July, with respect to the validity 
of a will executed in France by an Englishwoman in English 
form. The real meaning of the decision was not at first under- 
stood, and the case formed the subject of an article in the Law 
Magazine and Review for November. The matter is of sufficient 
importance to be more widely known, and the Times’ Paris corre- 
spondent has done well to summarize the article. It was gener- 
ally supposed, and was actually held in the French courts, that 
the maxim /ocus regit actam was interpreted in France to mean, 
in connection with a foreigner’s wil! made in France, that in order 
to be valid as regards form the will must be made in accordance 
with all formalities prescribed by French law. Wills under 
French law, may be “ public ’’—attested by a notary, or 
“private ’’—holograph, that is, written throughout by the tes- 
tator’s own hand, in which case no witnesses are required. 
What was in one sense a “ private” will, that is, made without 
the intervention of a notary, but merely signed by the testator 
and not written with his own hand, would not be valid in the 
It has, however, now been held that in 
the case of a foreigner making such a “ private’ will, this is 
valid if in accordance with his national law. Accordingly the 
will of an Enelish lady executed in France in English form was 
The same will can now, therefore, where the 
testator is domiciled in France, pass English land and per- 
sonalty in France. But the rule thus established emphasizes 
the Continental leaning to nationality, where the English law 


case of a Frenchman. 


favours domicil. 


‘* Cutting Off With or Without a Shilling.” 
Tue orn of the phrase, “Cutting off with a shilling,”’ 
issue of the kth of December (ante, 


referred to in our 
as a correspondent suggests, be in 


», 128), may possibly, 
the old law relating to non-exclusive powers of appointment. 
The matter is lucidly explained by Sir GrorGe JESSEL in Gains- 
ford vy. Dunn (L. KR. 17 Eq. 405), a case decided just before the 
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passing of the Powers of Appointment Act, 1874, where an account | “joel Bar” may be limited ito a single practitioner. A single 
nesis of the , in ts 830. is als . eas es © 

of the genesis of the lusory Appoil tments Act, d ? , is also | Jyarrister is a legal origin ’’ for a local Bar and there must have 
given. Under the law, as it stood before the Act of 1830, “when | peen many towns in which there was at one time only one 
a power was given to appoint am ng a class in such parts or | practising barrister. . 

shares as the appointor should direct, it was held, not irrationally, 
that the meaning of the person creating the power was that the 
appointor should appoint a substantial share to each object of the 


Execution of Deeds by Joint 


Attorneys. 


IN instruments under which two or more persons are appointed 
attorneys, the delegated powers and authorities are usually made 


power. The power was called a non-¢ xclusive pow I 

No one knew exactly how much a substantial portion of thi 
property was, and it was impossible to say, without resorting to 
litigation, what the least sum was which the appointor was author 
ized to appoint.’’ This led to the Illusory Appointments Act, 
1830, being passed, “under the guidance of a very great | wyt r,” | exerciseable, if the attorneys are more than two, by the attorneys 


Lord St. LEoNARDs, and under that Act, “ where the power is non jeintly or any one or more of them severally, or, if there are only 
exclusive, if the appointor forgets to appoint a shilling, or even a | two, by the attorneys jointly or either of them. All such powers 
farthing, to every object of the power, the appomntment 1s bad, are construed strictly ; and, if the power is given to two or more 
because someone is left out.” Literally, therefore, a person who | persons jointly, the principal is only bound when all concur in 
was an object of the powel might be cut off with a shilling, for, | its exercise. One of two joint attorneys cannot in such a case 
failing the gift of the shilling, he might often come in as in | act alone, nor can an authority given to three persons jointly 
default of appointment. The Powers of Appointment Act, 1874, | er severally be exercised by two jointly, for the delegation was 
has, of course, altered this, and the insult. of a shilling is not | to all three, or to each one separately. If one of two joint 


necessary to save the appointment from being invalid The | attorneys dies, the power does not survive, nor can one act alone 
result is neatly summed up in Farwell on Powers (2nd Ed., | on the refusal of his co-attorney. 

p. 374) :—* The Act of 1830 enabled an appointor to cut off any | Under these circumstances there may be a question as to the 
object of the power with a shilling; the Act of 1874 enables | form in which two who are joint attorneys, with no several 


him to cut off the shilling also.’? We suspect, however, that | powers, should now execute a deed, having regard to section 46 
the phrase above referred to is of much older date than the | of the Conveyancing Act, 1881. That section provides that 
Act of 1830. “the donee of a power of attorney may, if he thinks fit, execute 
or do any assurance, instrument, or thing in and with his own 


Marriage Laws of the Empire. | name and signature and his own seal, where sealing is required, 

THE RECENT decision of the Court of Appeal in Rer vy, Dibdin, | by the authority of the donor of the power; and every assurance 
noticed in our last issue, has indirectly done something towards | instrument, and thing so executed and done shall be ‘as effectual 
assimilating the marriage laws of the Empire In nearly every | in law, to all intents, as if it had been executed or done by the 
part of the oversea dominions marriage with a deceased wife’s | donee of the power in the name and with the signature and seal 
sister has been made valid by statute, but the English Act seems | of the donor thereof ’’; and there can be no doubt that, under 
to be the only one in which the validity of such marriages “as | this section, execution by the joint attorneys in their own names 
a civil contract de is referred to. The recent deci m, in effect, would be valid. Some care would, however, probably be advisable 


in draftine the form of the festimonium to the executed deed. In 
the ordinary case where B. is attorney for A. the testimonium 


usually runs either as follows (namely): “In witness whereof B., 


gives much the same meaning to the validating enactment as, if 


the words quoted had been omitted. Thus the various enactments 


validating these particular marriages are brought more into line. 
But one considerable difference still exists between the United | of, ete., by virtue of a power of attorney under the hand and seal 
Kingdom and some of the oversea dominions, in that Lord | of the above-named A.” (who, of course, is named as a party 
Lynpuurst’s Act (the Marriage Act, 1836) has not been adopted | to the deed) “dated, ete., hath hereunto set the hand and seal 


throughout the Empire. Thus a marriage may still be absolutely | of the said A.” ; or, “B., of, ete., as attorney for the above- 


void, and in no sense voidable only, in England, whilst in Aus- | named A., by virtue of, ete., hath hereunto set his hand and 
tralia it may require to be formally declared void before it is so | seal’; and there is no doubt that the’ attorney may sign the 
for all purposes. The case of Mi/ler v. Major (4 Com. L. R. 219) | name of his principal, adding under the signature “by power of 
affords an illustration. A man married his st p-daughter—that | attorney to WB., his attorney,’ or he may sign “ B. as attorney for 
is, his former wife’s daughter. The marriage was declared null | A. by power of attorney, dated, ete.’’ 


h proces line's 
i 


There is, however, some difficulty in the case of joint attorneys 


and void by the proper court, but in Eneland no suc 
would have been necessary, and the marriage ceremony would | signing the name of their principal. The signature should be, 
simply have had no legal effect whatever. The adoption of the | strictly, their joint act, and the power could hardly be complied 
with by each independently signing the principal’s name, it 


provision of Lord Lynpuvurst’s Act in those territories where thi 
common law prevails would seem desirable, especially now that | might be at different times and places, while an actual joint 
the lead of the oversea dominions has been followed in Enel ind slonature of the principal's hame —unless, perhaps, both held the 
with respect to marriages, with the sister of a deceased wife. pen and wrote the name simultaneously —~would be somewhat 
impracticable. It has been suggested that, notwithstanding 
section 46 of the Conveyancing Act, 1881, execution by an 
attorney in his own name is generally inconvenient, and that the 


Local Bars. 

IN THE annual statement of the General Council of the Bat 
it is mentioned that the Council have had under their considera 
tion a letter from a firm of solicitors inquiring “ whether there 
al Bar within 


practice formerly in use as to execution in the name of the 
principal should be continued, in which case it would bejrregular 
not to express that the signature was affixed by the attorney, 
although such irregularity would not render the signature invalid 


is any recognized rule as to what constitutes a lo 
the meaning of item 86 of the County Court Scales of Costs?’ 
The Council replied that, so far as they were aware, there was | if there was power in the attorney to affix it: Cf. Re Whitley 
no recognized rule of the profession as, to what constitutes | (L. R. 32 Ch. D. 337). Probably, however, in the case of joint 
“local Bar ’’ within the meaning of the item: but that they | attorneys the second of the above alternative forms could most 
| , adopted, whereby the attorneys would execute in 
practising members of the Bar, willing to accept briefs in the | their own names, and it could appear on the face of the deed that 
county court, should occupy chambers in the locality. Why four | they did so under the appropriate power. Even in the possible 
members? Having reeard to the rule in the construction of | case of attorneys who also had an interest in their own right in 
statutes by whica the singular includes the plural and the plural | the property conveyed, requiring their concurrence in that 
includes the singular, and countless instances in daily life when a | respect also in the deed, a separate signature and sealing by 
single individual obtains benefits which are adapted for a larger | them in such right, even if desirable for the avoidance of any 
number, we think that there is ground for contending that a question as to the capacity in which they signed, would not be 


consider it is reasonable to require that not less) than four | conveniently b 
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necessary if evidence were available that a double signature 
St hays was intended. The questlol would be whether the parties 
ly Ol xvecutl the deed intended to sien in their own right and also 
ittorneys, or ouly in one capacity, and for this purpose any 
: evidence O the subject ich did not contradict the document 
\ ld be lmissible: } J Schuler (L. R. 11 (). B. D. 651). 
t { sin ple sronatul by each of the joint attorneys, with a state 
g ment appended on the face of thi deed as to such signature having 
3 been mad in both capac i. would seem to obviate any possible 
; ; ilty. 
ointed : 
r made = ana 
orneys rr : ° T : 
eonly | The Registration of Words as 
OWe!r's rn 
mor Trade-Marks. 
ur in 
L Case I. 
intly Co ued from page 130). 
pwn {wn extremely interest d important question is, what is the 
alone extent mentioned in the concluding passage of Section 9 (5)? 
It 1 Ce ended t! Opponents to the registration of “ Per- 
» the fection’’ that “* extent nt that the Applicants must (because 
anal evist! m of k vives rights which extend all over 
n 46 ; e United Kingdon) | either universal user of the word as a 
that trade-mark all the United Kingdom, or such a general use? 
cute I hich u { could be inferred. It was contended 
own h Appl hts Ul ee for them to prove a 
red, 4 ul e of the v trad k or trade-name for then 
ance Z SOap, | ipl a with that no one else had used the word 
tual S trade-ii nae for soap. Havine regard to the 
the | their «le ( rt of \ppeal had not to decid 
seal which of these conte s correct, but certain principles may, 
der we think, | thered the judgments. First, mere proot 
mes 0 er Is not enough: se ondly, the evidence of the Applicant 
ible } I a not O LO Prove ers lity of user; third, the amount 
In j f evid d by the Comt will depend on thi 
um ; ett { F ti to be registered : “Tf the objections to 
B.. th vord itsell strong it will act on less proot of 
eal ¢ acquired distinct th would require 1 the case of 
rty : word which i il “ open tO orave objection”: per 
eal ifLETCHER Mo wn, L.J. (23 R. P. C. 858). 
ve | The natu or tl len in the * Perfection ’’ case appears 
nd from the report t eof when before Swinren Eapy, J. 
he , (26 KR. P. C. 561) Hy d the result of the evidence thus: 
of i I") result of th lene that in some counties of Kneland 
Oo! } nd Wales ‘ Perfe ; to man people indicates Crosfield’ 
/ Perfection Wi hin Ne) » Inany other persons in the same 
Vs 4 counties it ad not vey any uch meanine: and in some 
e, ities it scarcely indicates the Applicants’ soap to any one, as il 
ac] lmost unl (| COULLTY The Ay plicat ts’ soap is only 
it : ttle know L In Seotl nd and Ireland it does not 
nt : te ol dl stin hh [ \pp 1 ints’ soap from that of othe 
- : fact rs 4 ! le extent, if at all. Considering | 
it ; { evidel is | I | come to the conclusion that the 
o : rd * Perfection tinetive mark, and is not adapted 
n : to distinguish the eoo \pplicants from the goods of other 
e § persons I h t ) msideration the evidence of user, | 
e i nd still am o Op the word is noi adapted to distin- 
: rish the goods of nts As to this, Farwetn, L.J., | 
, sud: “It iversal knowledge throughout the | 
1 United Kingdon w required by the tribunal under the 
, proviso, but tl ( ferred to in the tion must be some- | 
Chit ery d ( ed in this case.” (26 R. P. C. 
' SH?) | 
We think tL 1 ( tl t hen Spe ial Application 
‘ to rv ter )) the Court, on an Opposition, the 
: Court will no { ess by user established unless 
U 1 ris p ‘ Le? 1 be not n cessarily universal | 
Nut so general ti I red to be practically universal 
Anothe pont ! portance is that a tribunal, in con- | 
: sidering whether lis “adapted to distinguish,’’ ought to 
take into considerat he future as well as the present, and, 
further, that the } 1 Section 11 of the Act of 1905, 











which prohibits the registration as a trade-mark of matter the 
of which ‘calculated applicable. 
Amone the obj ctions taken to the registration of “ Perfection ”’ 


Ise is to deceive,” also 


are 
were: (1) That uthough the Applicants’ soap nught be perfec 
(2) that it 
would be wrong to put on the Register a trade-mark which might 
be taken to ] hall-mark that the article 
for i registered was perfection. As to this, Cozens- 
Harpy, Mk... said the trade-mark “° may be applied to any goods 
he 


tion at present, it might cease to be so in the future ; 
1 a sort of Government 


which it was 


of t proprietor, although the character of such goods may in 


be changed for the worse ; and the sanction of a Government 
| 
calculated to deceive. os 
that the within 
Section 11, and added: “ A trade-mark, passed by a Government 
Departinent like the Board of Trade, which describes the Apph- 
cants’ soap as ‘ Perfection,’ may well mislead the thousands of 
poor people who buy this soap into the belief that the Govern- 
ment Department has inquired into the merits of this soap, and 


time 
it not to be given to that which might thus be 
(26 R. P. C. 855.) Farweun, L.J 
* perfection >? was calculated to deceive 


Depart nt oue 


Ss id 
word 


is satisfied that it is ‘ perfection.’ Moreover, the mark remains 
for all time, and is conclusive after seven years under Section 41, 
and is a sionable at any time. Even if the Applicants’ soup 
las been proved as it certainly has not to be perfection, it 


would be impossible to predicate that it will remain so for all 


time, and in the hands of all assienees thereof.’’ (26 R. P. C. 
862.) 
Last! we should draw attention to this—‘* Perfection ” is 


obviously a word which the soap trade would desire to use, and it 
was proved that it was, in fact, used by many traders to com- 
It was, urged on behalf of the Applicants that 
could only 


hie nd thre ir ooods. 
although, 
he 


f registration were granted, “ Perfection ” 


1 


a trade mark by them, and the use of “ perfection ’’ as 


used as 


honda hide description of their soap by other traders was pro- 


il 
tected by Section 44 of the Act. of 1905. It was contended 
on behalf of the Opponents that this, section would not afford 





nl ufticient protection, because in SO THaAny possible CULSES it would 
he so difficult to say whether the use of the word was or was not by 
wav of bond-fide description, and that the Applicants ought not to 
be put hy registration into a position to propound aw series of con 
undrums to retail traders, and that the result would be, as shewn 
‘vidence, that: many traders would refuse to stock goods on 
so that the effect of the regis 
The refusal of the appli 


by the 


which such questions might arise ; 
tration would be to hamper fair trade. 


cation for “ Perfection”? was not based on the last mentioned 
grounds, but. Frercner Movurron, L:J., in the course of his judg- 
vent, said: “ The Court will, therefore, do well to ask itself the 


question: Will the registration of the trade-mark cause substan- 


confusion in view of these rights of user by other 


7" 


tial difficulty o1 


traders? If the answer is in the affirmative, the Court will pro- 
bably hesitate to allow the word to be revistered But if the 
answer be in the negative, either by reason of the nature of the 


words, or because part user has limited the possibility of other 
traders safely or honestly so using the words, the Court may well 
erant the desired permission. ”’ (26 R. P. C. 859.) 

The judgments under notice decide (1) that an 
ordinary laudatory epithet cannot per se be registered as a trade- 
mark : (2) that a word which describes the nature o1 composition 


> 
\. 


To Stim up: 














of woods cannot be registered as a trade-mark for such goods; 
(3) that a word not otherwise registrable does not become 
registrable merely by being misspelt—even if grotesquely mis- 
spelt ; and (4) that a word having direct reference to the character 
La) 


! quality of the voods and also a geographical name are recis- 
trable under paragraph 5 of section 9, provided a cast of distine- 


ide out to the satisfaction of the tribunal dealing 


tiveness is 1 
with the matter. 
We are informed that as the Assurance Companie Act, 1909, which 
ill ne into operation next July, materially alters the position of all 
mpanie hich do insurance business of any kind, an appendix to 
RBunvon’s ‘ L: of Life Assurance,’’ shewing the changes made by 
he Act, is now being prepared by Mr. Vesey FitzGerald, K.C, (the 
editor of the third and fourth editions of the book), and will be 
published by Messrs. C. and E. Layton, 56, Farringdon-street, London, 


mn as possible after the issue of the rules which are to be made 
the Board of Trade. 


as §0¢ 


hy 
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A Dicest or tHe LAW or PARTNERSHIP, 
APPENDIX ON THE LimireD Partrersuirs Act, 1907 
WITH THE RuLES AND Forms, 1907, 1909. By Sir 
Pottock, Bart., D.C.L., Barrister-at-Law. Nintrn 
Stevens «& Sons | Limited). 

The most important section, perhaps, 
is section 2, which, in continuation of 
c. 16), defines, in not very clear language, 
a lender of money to a partnership may receive a share 
without becoming liable as a partner. 
edition of Sir Frederic! 
is the insertion of an 
1907, which it has 
provision of money for 


of the Partnership Act, 1890, 
Bovill’s Act (28 & 29 Vict. 


\ppendix on the Limited P: urtnerships Act, 


partnership purposes, and Sir Frederick 


recognized, and their creation facilitated, by statute. But in the 
Appendix the text of the Act of 1908 and the rules and forms 
under it are conveniently given, and in the body of the work the 
notes on the Partnership Act, 1890, have been brought down to 
date by the inclusion of cases reported to last October. 





Books of the Week 


The Yearly County Court Practice, 1910, 
County Court Practice, and Pitt-Lewis’s County 
By the late G. Prrt-Lewts, K.C., and Sir C. Aknotp Waits, Chief | 
Justice of Madras. 1910 Eprrion. By His Honour Judge Woopr ALL, 
a Member of the Rule Committee, and E. H. Trnpat ATKINSON, B.A 
Barrister-at-Law. The Chapter on Costs and the Precedents of Costs 
by Harry Cousins, Registrar of the Cardiff County Court. In 
Two Vols. Butterworth & Co.; Shaw & Sons. 

The Children Act, 1908, and Other Acts Aff 
United Kingdom. By Davip Dewar, 
of Dundee. William Green & Sons. 

Foreign Judgments and Jurisdiction. In Three Parts. Part L: 
Foreign Judgments—Jurisdiction. Part Il.: Judgments 7x Rem 
Status (Parts I. and II. form the Third Edition of Foreign Judgments 
and Parties Out of the Jurisdiction). Part II1.: Parties Out of the 
Jurisdiction (being the Second Edition of Service Out of the Juris 
diction). By Sir Francis Pracort, Kt \., LL.M., Chief Justice 
of Hong Kong. Butterworth & Co. 

The Justice ot the Peace Digest ot Cases reported during the 
years 1883 to 1908 inclusive, with Tables of C 
to the Contemporaneous Reports. Compiled by KenNetu M. 
MORRAN, M.A., LL.B. (Cantab.), Barrister-at-Law. Office of “ The 
Justice of the Peace” ; Shaw & Sons ; Butterworth & Co, 


founded on Archbold’s 
Court Practice. 


eting Children in the 
Procurator-Fiscal for the City 


Correspondence. 
The Oaths Act, 


ue itors’ Jour ral 


1909. 


[To the Editor and Weekly 

Sir ,—It would be a great convenience to those of your readers 
who are Commissioners for Oaths if, before Ay~s \ct comes into 
operation on the Ist of January, you would > them some light on 
the subject of the new form of Oath. 

It is clear from the second sub-section of the enacting 
that the Commissioner must proceed to administer the new form 
unless and until he is stopped by the deponent. If the deponent 
objects to the form, then it seems that the present form may properly 
be used. 

It is to be observed that, whereas in the present form a Christian 
swears on the Gospels and a Jew on the Pentateuch, in the new form 
a Christian is required to swear on the New Testament and a Jew on 
the Old ‘Testament. 

A difticult question is, how high must the hand holding the book 
be lifted? Will it be suflicient to raise it to the level of the shoulder, 
or must it be held ab ve the head ? 

It is presumed tha uplifted hand must be the 


of the Sol Reporter.} 


right hand, and 





WITH FoRMS AND AN 
TOGETHER 
FREDERICK 

EDITION. 


the conditions upon which 
of profits | 
The chief feature of the present 
Pollock’s Digest of the Law of Partnership 


been thought in some quarters would facilitate the | 


Poliock expresses the hope that “the timid and clumsy statute 
known as Bovill’s Act will soon be obsole ste for all practical purposes.” 
There has been, however, no evidence so far of any general desire to 
take advantage of the new Act, pat limited partnerships do not 
seem destined to supersede the more convenient system of private 
companies, especially now that such companies have been 


ises and Full References | 
Mac- | 


that it must be ungloved, in accordance with the practice in the case 
of the present form of Oath. A. MEADMORE. 
19, Old Burlington-street, London, W., Dec. 20. 
[See observations under “ Current Topics.”—Eb. S.J.] 





General Election, 1910. 
[To the Editor of the Solicitors’ Journal and Weekly Reporter.] 


Sir,—Can you, or any of your readers, inform me . oe has been 
any decision since that of Chorlton v. Lings (L. R. P. 374) with 
respect to allowing the vote of a Sy who has icadoschanay been 
| placed upon the register? As Under-Sheriff (and representing the 
Sheriff, who is Returning Officer) I assume that in case of a woman 
being on the register, on her presenting herself and applying for a 
ballot paper, my duty would be to instruct the presiding officer (after 
verifyng her claim as far as possible) to warn her that she is nota 
qualified voter, that she votes at her peril, and that the vote will be 
struck off after wards, on a scrutiny, if objected to. 

[ am under the impression that a similar case occurred at the last 
| General Election or at a Bye-Election, but I have not been able to 
find any report of what occurred. RETURNING OFFICER. 

Dec, 17. 

[Chorlton v. Lings was applied in Beresford-Hope v. Lady Sand- 
| durst (23 Q. B. D. 79) to an election of a county council, but we 
have not found a report of the case referred to by our correspon- 
dent. Having regard to section 7 of the Ballot Act, we do not see 
| why the presiding ofhcer should not refuse to allow a woman to vote 
| although her name is on the register—Ep. S./.] 











New Orders, &c. 


| Colonial Stock Act, 
(63 & 64 Vict. c. 62). 
Addition to List of Stocks under Section 2. 

Pursuant to section 2 of the Colonial Stock Act, 1900, the Lords 
Commissioners of His Majesty’s Treasury hereby give notice that 
the provisions of the Act have been complied with in respect of the 
undermentioned Stocks, registered or inscribed in the United King- 
dom :— 

South Australia 3? per cent. Inscribed Stock (1924). 

South Australia 3{ per cent. Inscribed Stock (1934). 

The restrictions mentioned in section 2, sub-section (2) of the 
Trustee Act, 1893, apply to Colonial Stocks (see Colonial Stock Act 
1900, section 2). 

Treasury Chambers, 8. W., 


1900 


December, 1909. 


CASES OF LAST SITTINGS. 
| House of Lords. 


GREAT WESTERN RAILWAY CO. ». CARPALLA UNITED CHINA 
CLAY CO, (LIM.). 16th, 19th, and 20th July; 16th Dec. 
MINES—PURCHASE OF SURFACE BY RatLway CompaNny- 

MINERALS’’ IN CONVEYANCE—CHINA CLAY RAILWAYS 
CONSOLIDATION Act, 1845. 


RESERVATION OF 
CLAUSES 


Kaolin, or china clay, is a mineral which is excepted out of the con 
veyance of land to a railway company by section 77 of the Railways 
Clauses Consolidation Act, 1845. 

The action was brought by the railway company to restrain the 
working of kaolin, or china clay, by the defendant company, who had 
works in Branwell, Cornwall, trom under their railway. The right of 


' the company to work the china clay depended solely on whether the clay 


section 2, | 


| 6x pressly 





was a mineral within the statutory reservation of minerals contained 
in section 77 of the Railways Clauses Consolidation Act. 

Tue House took time for consideration. 

Lord Macnacutgen, who delivered the judgment of their lordships, 
after pointing out that it was now settled beyond dispute that the 
expression ‘‘ mines of coal, ironstone, slate or other minerals ’’ which 
occur in section 77 of the Act of 1845, was equivalent to the 
‘mines and minerals’’ in common use with conveyancers, 
and that ‘‘ such mines,’’ or in other words, all mines and minerals not 
purchased by a railway company that purchased lands 
within or under which minerals might be found, might in case the 
company had not agreed to pay compensation, be “worked by the 
owner, lessee or occupier thereof provided that in so doing he com 
plied with the statutory provisions, even though such working might 
absolutely destroy the surface, said: The only question for con 
sideration appears to be this: Is china clay a mineral? On this 
point a large body of evidence was adduced at the trial, which 
occupied eight days, before Eve, J. The learned judge reviewed the 
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evidence with great care, and came to the conclusion that china 
clay was not part of the ordinary composition of the soil in the 
district; its presence was rare and exceptional. He held on the 
evidence, and held I think rightly, that it was a mineral, and, there- 
fore, in accordance with the provisions of the Act, excepted from the 
lands conveyed to the railway company. The learned judges of the 
Court of Appeal discussed the evidence at some length, and came to 
the same conclusion. It would serve no useful purpose to go through 
the evidence again. It is enough to say that, having listened 
attentively to the able arguments of the learned counsel for the 
appellants, and to such portions of the evidence as were read to 
the House, I am satisfied that the decision of Eve, J., affirmed by 
the Court of Appeal, is correct, and that this appeal must be dismissed 
with costs. 

Lord LorEBuRN, C., and Lords JAmMEs, ATKINSON, COLLINS, and 
SHaw expressed concurrence. Appeal dismissed with costs.—CouNSEL, 
Sir Alfred Cripps, K.C., P. O. Lawrence, K.C., Howard Wright, and 
H. A. Colefax, for the appellants; Sir Robert Finlay, K.C., Upjohn, 
K.C., Astbury, K.C., Christopher James, and Luxmoore, for the 
respondents. Soricirors, #. &. Nelson; Coode, Kingdon, & Cotton, 
for Shilson, Coode & C'o., St. Austell. 

[Reported by Erskine Rerp, Barrister-at-Law.] 








Court of Appeal. 


DENDY +. EVANS. No. 2. &th Dec. 


LANDLORD AND TENANT—FORFEITURE—RELIEF—WRIT CLAIMING Pos- 
SESSION—ELeEcTION By LANDLORD—UNDERLEASE—RELIEF GRANTED TO 
LessEE—DETERMINATION OF LEASE—EFFECt ON UNDERLEASE—CON- 
VEYANCING AND Law or Property Act, 1881 (44 & 45 Vicr. c. 41), 
s. 14. 

The effect of the order giving relief against forfeiture for a breach 
of covenant to repair is to continue the original lease for all purposes, 
so that an under-lessee continues liable on the covenants in his deriva- 
tive lease notwithstanding the issue o} the writ to recove: possession 
by th Su pe viol landlord. 


a 


This was an appeal from a decision of Darling, J. The action was 
brought to recover £60, being three quarters’ rent of certain premises. 
By a lease dated the 24th of April, 1891, Daniel Dendy demised the 
premises in question to one Walter Wallis, for the term of twenty-one 
years from the 25th of March, 1891, at a yearly rent, and Wallis cove- 
nanted to repair and keep in repair the buildings upon the demised 
premises, and there was a proviso for re-entry upon breach of any 
covenant in the lease. By an underlease dated the 11th of February, 
1907, Wallis demised the premises to one Alfred Evans for the term of 
54 years (being the remainder of the above-mentioned term of twenty- 
BREACH oF Statutory Rvutes—Coat Mines Recutation Acts, | VU Jeers) tess three days from the 25th of December, 1906, at the 

1887 anp 1896. >| yearly vent of £80, payable quarterly on the usual quarter days. The 

rae: underlease contained a covenant in similar terms to the covenant in 

The plaintiff sued.to recover damages for the death of her husband, | the lease of the 24th of April, 1891, by the under-lessee to repair and 
alleging that the explosion in the mine was caused by a shot fired con- keep in repair the demised premises, and there was a proviso for re-entry 
trary to the statutory rules, there being coal dust in that part of the upon breach of any of the covenants in the underlease. Alfred Evans 
mine. The defendants said that the explosion was due to gas per- | died on the 29th of Novena. 1907, having by his will appointed the de- 
colating into the gallery from disused workings. The Court of Appeal | fendants the trustees and executors thereof, and the above-mentioned 
ordered a new trial (Fletcher Moulton and Buckley, L.JJ., Cozens- | premises became vested in them subject to the trusts of the will. On 
Hardy, M.R., dissenting), on the ground that section 49 of the Coal | the 27th of October, 1908, Daniel Dendy, after having served the 
Mines Regulation Act, 1887, imposed a statutory duty on the mine- | requisite notice under section 14 of the Conveyancing and Law of 
owner personally to see that the workmen in the mine did not | Property Act, 1881, issued a writ in the King’s Bench Division against 
| 


BRITANNIC MERTHYR COAL CO. . DAVID. 9th, 10th, and 13th Dee. 
Mixnes—Coat Mines—Fatat ACCIDENT CAUSED BY EXxPLOSION—ALLEGED 





contrary to the rules; and section 50 rendered the mine-owner civilly | Wallis to recover possession of the premises upon a forfeiture of the 
liable if from non-compliance with any of those rules a workman was | term by reason of a breach of the covenant to repair. Wallis gave 
injured, unless the mine-owner could prove that he had taken all , 

reasonable means to enforce the rules and prevent such contravention | 
or non-compliance by the workmen. 


notice of this action to the defendants, and also served a notice upon 
them requiring them to execute certain repairs to the premises as 
| specified in the schedule annexed to the notice. By an indenture dated 
Their lordships held that there had been misdirection in that the | the 16th of February, 1909, Wallis as beneficial owner assigned to the 
proper questions were not left by Channell, J., to the jury. The | plaintiff, Kate Dendy, the premises comprised in the lease of the 24th 
onus of proof rested on the mine-owners. On that ground the appeal | of April, 1891, for the residue of the unexpired term granted by the 
was dismissed and the order of the Court of Appeal directing a new | jease, subject to the indenture of underlease of the 11th of February, 
trial was affirmed. 1907, and with the benefit of the arrears of rent thereunder due from 
Appeal by the company from a judgment of the Court of Appeal | Alfred Evans or his executors from the 24th of June, 1908. The 
(reported 1909, 2 K. B. 146, 25 Times L. R. 431). The action was | plaintiff thereupon applied in the action of Dendy v. Wallis for reliet 
brought by the widow of a man named William David, who was killed | from the forfeiture under section 14 of the Conveyancing and Law of 
in an explosion on the 14th of December, 1907, while at work in the | Property Act, 1881, and on the 28th of May, 1909, an orde) was made 
appellants’ colliery. The plaintiff, the respondent in their lord by the master by consent that ‘all further proceedings in this action 
ships’ House, contended that the explosion was one of coal | be stayed, and that the applicant be relieved from any forfeiture of 
dust, and was caused by the improper firing of a shot in the lease dated the 24th ot April, 1891, referred to in the endorsement 
the main haulage road of the seam. The defendants gave evidence | Of the writ in this action, and that she do hold the demised premises 
tending to shew that the explosion was due to gas percolating from according to the said lease without any new lease. rhe plaintiff 
some old workings and being ignited by a naked light. The firing | thereupon brought this action against the defendants, as the executors 
of shots and the use of explosives is regulated by statutory rules | of Alfred Evans, to recover £60, being three quarters’ rent of the 
framed under the Coal Mines Regulation Acts, 1887 and 1896. The | premises to the 25th of March, 1909, due under the underlease of the 
action was tried at the Swansea Summer Assizes, 1908, before | llth of February, 1907. Upon an application under order 14 for 
Channell, J., and a special jury, and the defendants’ counsel sub- | Jeave to sign final judgment for the amount claimed, the defendants 
mitted that there was no evidence of negligence or breach of statutory contended that Daniel Dendy by. the issue and service of the writ 
duty to be left to the jury, but the judge ruled otherwise. Two ! against Wallis to recover possession 01 the premises irrevocably de 
questions were left to the jury: (i) Whether the accident was caused j termined the lease to Wallis as from the date of the service, and that 
by the shot.—Answer, Yes; (il) Whether the contravention of the rules | the underlease was also thereby similarly determined. An 
was brought about by the defendants not taking reasonable means | order was made giving the defendants ledve to defend, and that the 
to prevent such contravention by workmen by enforcing rules to the | #ction should be entered in the list for hearing under ord. 14, r. 8. 
best of their power.—Answer, No. On these findings judgment was | Darling, J., held that the plaintiff was entitled to recover. The 
entered for the defendants. The Court of Appeal set aside that defendants appealed. : 
judgment and ordered a new trial. The company appealed. Tue Court (Cozens-Harpy, M.R., and Fiercuer Movtton and 
THE Hovsk took time for consideration. FARWELL, L.JJ., dismissed the appeal. 
m ’ ; 2 Se Cozens-Harpy, M.R., said that the appeal had been ably argued 
The Eart or Hatssury, in moving the appeal should be dismissed, but that he could not doubt that the judgment of Darling, J., was 
said there were certain statutory rules, and among them were rules . 
to be observed in dry and dusty places and the particular class of 


perfectly rignt. It was said that the issue of the writ claimimg pos 
explosives which alone was to be used. The shot was to be fired by 


session by the lessor was an irrevocable election by him to treat the 
, : lease as void, and not only that, but it made the lease void and neces 

& man appointed for the purpose by the manager, and_ the ’ 

area was to be selected. At the trial is was found that the 


sarily put an end both to the lease and to the term created out of it. 
: Py. rip m There was no foundation for that proposition. It was not unim 

explosion was within a prohibited | area and was effected by gun-| .ortant to consider what was the old law of leases on this point, 

powder, which was prohibited. These facts called for explanation, : 

and the burden of proving observance of the rules lay on the 


although up to 1881 it applied only to a breach of a covenant to pay 
li 


n wn ri : aK of covenar ci pair. The « Uw as 
appellants. But the learned judge had laid it on the respondent and | : pat cg ‘ ~ ‘ a Beery seth Pas. 06) and = it lit Mt yn 
had misdirected the jury. There must therefore be a new trial. sadlenmant, Ls aes sakaiid apie gah neta ert Boner nena: Hay 
Though agreeing with the decision of the majority of the Court of In the first case the tenant filed a bill in the old court of Chancery 
Appeal, he must not be understood as approving their reasons. for an injunction to restrain further proceedings at law on terms. In 

Lords ASHBOURNE, ATKINSON, GORELL, and Lord Suaw or Dun that case no new lease was granted by the Chancery court, but it 
FERMLINE concurred. Appeal dismissed.—CounseL, Francis Williams, simply restrained the landlord trom enforcing the right of entry which 
K.C., Eldon Bankes, &.C., and Trevor Lewis for the appellants ; he claimed to have, and which the plaintiff in the Chancery proces dings 
Sir Robert Finlay, K.C., Abel Thomas, K.C., Sankey, K.C., and Clive admitted that he had, at law. But if the landlord had proceeded to 


Laurence for the respondent. Soricrrors, Bell, Brodrick, & Gray, for 
C. & W. Kenshole, Aberdare; Smith, Rundell, & Dods, for Morgan, 
Bruce, Nicholas & James, Pontypridd. 

(Reported by Erskine Rep, Barrister-at-Law.] 


judgment and final entry the lease was gone and the Chancery court 
could not set it up again, but in that case the court made an order 
requiring the landlord on terms to grant a new lease. It was plain 


judgment in Bowser v. Colby (1 Hare, 109, at p. 126) that 
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—— 
The Council, however, have reason to fear that by agreement between 
the two Houses of Parliament the provision was ultimately restored. 

Audience at Quarter Sessions.—The Council have had under their 
consideration a letter from a recorder in which the following questions 
as to the duty of a recorder or chairman of a court of quarter sessions 
with respect to the right of audience in courts of quarter sessions were 
asked :—Should audience be refused to a solicitor : (1) Where two or 
more counsel are present and a solicitor appears as advocate? (2) 
When no counsel are present and a solicitor appears as advocate? (3) 
When one counsel only is present and appears, and a solicitor proposes 
ty conduct the case on the other side? The Council reported that, 
assuming that counsel at the sessions in question have established the 
right of pre-audience, these questions should be answered as follows :— 
(1) That audience should be refused to solicitors whenever counsel are 
present in sufficient numbers to represent all the parties before the 
court. (2) That audience should not be refused to solicitors when no 
counsel are present. (3) That under the circumstances set out in the 
third question audience should not be refused to a solicitor. The 
further question was also asked: Should audience be refused to a 
counsel who, not being a member of the sessions, appears without a 
jvnior on the sessions. The Council reported that audience should 
not be refused under such circumstances, the matter being one for 
the disciplinary powers of the sessions or circuit mess, and not for 
the court. 








(T'o be continued.) 





Law Students’ Journal. 
Travers-Smith Scholarship. 


At a meefing of the Council of the Law Society held on the 17th 
inst. the scholarship for the year 1909 was, on the recommendation 
of the trustees of the late Mr. Joseph Travers-Smith, awarded to 
Mr. Cyril Fullard Entwistle, LL.B., of Bolton, who served his articles 
with Mr. John Herbert Hall, of Bolton, Lancashire, and Messrs. 
Rawle, Johnstone & Co., of London. 








Legal News. 


Information Required. 


Georce Rosinson Suarre.—George Robinson Sharpe, Esquire, of 
180, Piccadilly, W., and the East India Club, St. James’s-square, S.W., 
formerly District and Sessions Judge in South Malabar, India, who 
died on the 25th November, 1909. Any person having in his possession 
a will of the above-named George Robinson Sharpe is requested to com- 
municate with Nicholson, Patterson, & Freeland, 2, Princes-street, 
Storey’s-gate, Westminster. 








General. 


It is announced that the Lords Commissioners of the Treasury have 
appointed Mr. James Mellor Paulton, M.P., to be Assistant Paymaster- 
General for Supreme Court business, in succession to Mr. W. H. Rowe, 
who has retired. 

The legal professions in Russia have, says the Daily Mail’s St. Peters- 

burg correspondent, been declared to be closed to women by a council 
representing the various institutions of Russian lawyers and jurists. 
The question arose from the attempts of two women barristers— 
Mile. Fleishttz at St. Petersburg and Mlle. Guensburg at Kieff—to 
plead in court. Their appearance as counsel is now declared to be 
illegal. Anger prevails in the feminist camp. 
_In a case heard last week at the Leeds Assizes, says the J'imes, a 
juryman put a question the answer to which settled an important 
point. Mr. Justice Bucknill has since written to the juryman a letter 
in which he says :—‘‘ It is always a great pleasure to me to see a jury- 
man take such keen interest in the work of the court as you did, for he 
observes how the law is administered and becomes thereby a more 
useful citizen than one that has not had the same opportunities.”’ 

Referring to the Lord Chancellor’s observations last week upon an 
application to postpone the hearing of a case, counsel for the 
respondents, on the case coming on for hearing on the 17th inst., 
explained that there had been a misapprehension. The respondents’ 
solicitors delivered their briefs in due time, the junior brief to a 
gentleman in Scotland, and the leading brief to a gentleman in London. 
The case came into the list rather unexpectedly—it was not because 
of the solicitors having failed to deliver the briefs, but because 
both counsel happened to be so fully occupied that they were unable 
to attend and returned their briefs at the last moment overnight. The 
Lord Chancellor said, ‘‘ If that is so, I desire to say that I withdraw 
any criticisms of the solicitors which I made in this case, being now 
informed that it was not their fault. But I desire to say that the 
business of this House must proceed in the ordinary course, or we 
cannot discharge the duties belonging to it. We must expect that 
counsel and all concerned will be ready to proceed with cases when 
they come on.”’ 





On the 17th inst., during the hearing of an action for an injunction 
to restrain a nuisance, when counsel was opening the defendant’s case, 
Mr. Justice Ridley, says the Z'imes, intimated that in his lordship’s 
opinion he was doing so at too great length, and, after some further 
discussion, the learned judge expressed his intention of rising at once 
if counsel did not immediately proceed to call his evidence, and said 
that the whole question of delay in the courts had been recently 
considered by a committee, and in his opinion a great deal of it was 
caused by the length of counsel’s speeches, which were now much 
longer than when he was at the Bar. Counsel, after protesting, 
proceeded to call his evidence, and the case terminated without further 
incident. 


Speaking at a sitting of the Westminster County Court, says the 
Times, Judge Emden said that at the end of another year it had again 
to be recorded that every action entered for hearing, in which the 
parties were ready, had been disposed of during the year. It had 
been feared in some quarters that the extension of jurisdiction to 
£100, and the greatly increased work entailed by the Workmen’s 
Compensation Act, would entirely overwhelm the county court and 
dislocate its machinery. No doubt the work had greatly increased in 
both the judicial and administrative departments, but the increase 
had been met, and the duty of the court to the public had been 
performed. This result was mainly due to the careful arrangement 
of the list by the staff, freedom from the class of bogus actions and 
from cases in which people of the harpy class preyed upon the poor, 
and keeping the cases within proper limits. 


At the Wisbech Borough Police Court, on the 16th inst., says the 
Wisbech Standard, Walter McCague, described as a commission agent, 
of Wisbech, was summoned for unlawfully and falsely pretending to 
be a solicitor at Wisbech on the 13th of November. There was a second 
charge against him for an alleged similar offence on 27th November. 
Mr. F. K. Peile (of Messrs. Francis & Co., solicitors, Cambridge) 
appeared for the prosecution. The first charge arose in this manner. 
It appeared that a man named Clarke, a vermin destroyer, had 
dealings with a man named Rawlings with reference to the sale of a 
ferret. Clarke agreed to sell the ferret, but he did not want to part 
with it until he got the money. After some discussion about it, the 
ferret was not handed over because the money was not paid. On the 
14th November Clarke received a letter, which it would be proved 
was in the handwriting of McCague, threatening legal proceedings. 
Clarke handed the letter over to the superintendent of the police, and 
it eventually came into the hands of the Law Society, who instructed 
him, as the secretary of the Cambs. Law Society, to proceed against 
the defendant. After he had received his instructions, a further case 
came to the knowledge of the police, and that formed the subject of the 
second charge. This related to the case of Miss Roam, a single woman, 
living at Emneth, who it seemed had had some dispute with a man 
named White. She had walked out with him once or twice, and sub- 
sequently discovered that he was a married man, and she told him so. 
Shortly after that she received a letter threatening proceedings. 
After evidence had been given, the magistrates fined McCague 50s. 
in each case, with full costs, or in default one month’s imprisonment 
in each case, to run consecutively. The defendant went to gaol. 


Probate was granted on Monday, says the Jimes, of eight wills, 
disposing altogether of property amounting to £2,145,843. This 
quarter and the next usually show receipts from the death duties 
above the average for the year, but this year there has not been the 
normal excess, Owing no doubt to the “holding up”’ of large estates 
on account of the uncertainty as to the rate payable. The statement 
recently made by the Commissioners of Inland Revenue has cleared 
up doubts on the subject, and the arrears are now being worked off. 
It is a very unusual occurrence for so many large estates to be proved 
in one day. It is easy to understand why these estates have been 
‘*held up’”’ while there was any uncertainty as to the amount of duty 
payable, as the difference in the duties under the two scales amounts 
to over £100,000. In the following table are given the amounts of the 
estates and the approximate amount of duty (estate and legacy) payable, 
calculated to the nearest £1,000. These figures are calculated on the 
amount of the property as sworn for probate, which is exclusive of 
settled property ; the latter in the estates of the Dowager Duchess of 
Manchester, of Mr. Scott-Murray, and of Mr. Hall is a considerable 
amount, and the duty payable will eventually be considerably higher. 


| Death Duties Payable, 
Amount. / Under 1907 | Under 1906 





Name of Testator. 




















Scale. Scale. 

Mr. Arthur Wilson ove = ose eee 2667 ,342 £61,000 £95,000 
Sir B. L, Cohen ... ove oo vee ees 385,146 32,000 48,000 
Consuelo Duchess of Manchester ... one 324,860 ,000 45,000 
Mr. E. Levita .. - es oe oe 253,051 | 18,000 30,000 
Mr. L. D. Hall : 211,481 | 15,000 26,000 
Mrs. Ramsay .-.. an 112,886 10,000 15,000 
Mr. C. A. Scott-Murray ove 103,063 7,000 11,000 
Miss Houldsworth one 88,014 8,000 12,000 
Total a oe | £179,000 £282,000 


As a large number of wills other than these were proved on Monday, 
it would appear that the day’s receipts from the death duties would 
amount to over £350,000. The total for the week ended the 11th of 
December (the latest date for which the returns are available) was 
£543,000, as compared with £681,000 for the corresponding week of 





last year. 
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The extra-Parliamentary Commission which has been appointed to 
draw up a scheme for the reform of French judicial procedure held, 
says the Paris correspondent of the Z'ime on the 18th inst. its third 
sitting at the Ministry of Justice, under the presidency of the Minister 
of Justice, M. Barthou. After taking the M. Lépine, 
Prefect of the Paris Police, the Commission discussed a number of 
points connected with Assize Court procedure. e draft of a Bill 


evidence of 








regulating the course of procedure in Assize Courts was approved. 
[he Commission subsequently adjourned until the 15th of January, 
when the question of giving the jury a voice in deciding the characte 
of the penalty to be imposed in criminal cases will be considered. 
Judge Amphlett, at the Birmingham County Court, on Tuesday, 
says the Zimes, said that Birmingham was the heaviest court in the 
kingdom, but there wa t, so far as he knew, a single arrear in any 
branch. Personally, | hould like to attract a more solid and highe: 
class of action into the court, and he did not think the time was far 
distant when that would happen. Th vho professed to foresee that 
the heavy work entailed by the introduction of the Workmen’s Com 

















pensation Acts and the extended jurisdiction would overwhelm the 
county court and change its character had certair ly been false prophets. 
So far as they were concerned experience showed that thout that 
work they would not have been sufficien employed. By a slight 
change in the machinery of the county courts he was convinced that 
a great deal more useful work might be done, and his Majesty’s judges 
be relieved of a large class of cases whicl vere by no means worthy 
of their attention. the scale of costs must be made more attractive 
to solicitors and suitors, and also more elastic, so as to give the 
judges more di retion, or business would never be brought ther which 
it was more profit ible to transact elsewhere. Very ample powers of 
appeal were given, and it difficult to understand why a county 
court judg s jurisdi tion should be needle SSsly curtailed in cases which 
his professional training ought to enable him satisfactorily to dispose 
of at about one-tenth of the expense incurred in High Court procedure. 
But he had to admit that the present scale of costs ought to receive 


further attention. <A discretionary power it 


hese costs ought to be 
iese z 


certain cases of increasing 
nferred upon the judge. 


8, Del ihay-street, 


West 


In consequence of the demolition of their offices a 
Messrs. Horne & Co. have removed to 35, Old Queen-street, 
minster, S.W. 


Winding-up Notices. 
London Gazette,—Fripay, Dec. 17. 
JOINT STOCK COMPANIES. 
LIMITED IN CHANCERY. 


Anpyer, Lrp (tw Liqurpatron)—Creditors are required, on or before Jan 14, to send 
their names and addresses, and the particulars of their debts or claims, to James 
Stewart, 11, Queen Victoria st, liquidator 

Inv Coorr & Co, Lrp—Petition for winding up, presented Dec 7, directed to be heard 
Jan 12, Baggallay, i, Frederick’s pl, Old Jewry, solor forthe petners. Notice of 
appearing must reach the above-named not later than 6 o’clock in the afternoon of 
Jan ll 

J. M. Kirx & Co, Lrv—Petn for winding up, presented Dec 6, directed to be heard at 
the Court House, Manor row, Bradford, Jan 18, at 10. Vint & Co, Bradford, for 
Farrer-Morgan & Co, Manchester, solors for the petners. Notice of appearing 
must reach the above-named not later than 6 oclock in the afternoon of Jan 17 


London Gazette.—Turspay, Dec. 21, 
JOINT STOCK COMPANIES, 
LIMITED In CHANCERY. 


Brittse Equitanie Bonp aXp Mort@aGe Corporation, Lrp—Petn for winding-up, 
presented Dec 8, directod to be heard before Mr Justice Neville on Jan 12, Brig- 
house & Oo, Liverpool, solors to the petner, Notice of appearing must 
reach the above-namea not later than 6 o’ciock in the afternoon of Jan 11 The 
London address for service is at the office of Pritchard, Englefield & Co, Paintery’ 
Hall, Little Trinity lane. 

Crepir Bank, Lrp—Petn for winding-up, presented Dec 9, directed to be heard Jan 
12. Jordan & Lavington, 8t Lawrence House, Cheapside, solors to the petners. 
Notice of appearing must reach the above-namod not laver than 6 o’clock in the 
afternoon of Dec 31 

GeNgeRat Finance anp Crepir Co, Lrp—Petn for winding up, presented Dec 17, 
directed to be heard Jan 12. Lawrence & Co, 4, 8t Mary axe, solora for the petner. 
Notice of appearing must reach the avove-named not later than 6 o’clock in the 
afternoon of Jan 11 


Incanpzgscent Mantie Co, Lrp—Petn for winding up, presented Dec 9, directed to be 
heard Jan 12, Cave & Co, 20, Eastcheap, solors for the petners. Notice of appearing 
must reach the above-named not later than 6 o’clock in the afternoon of Jan 11 


J.T. Pei vorp, Lrp—Croeditors are required, on or before Jan 21, to send their names 
and addresses, and the particulars of their debts or claims, to George Holland 
Turner, Arcade chmbrs, Wigan, Davies & Co, Warrington, solors for the liquidator 


Sycamore Works, Lrp—Creditors are required, on or before Jan 18, to send their 
names and addresses, and the particulars of their debts or claims, to Arthur Charles 
bourner, Bush In House, Cannon st, liquidator 

Vorosiorr Sxynpicatz, Lrp—Petn for winding up, presented Dec 13, directed to be 
heard Jan 12. Haslam & Sanders, 47, Moorgate st. Notice of appearing must 
reach the above-named not later than 6 o’clock in in the afternoon of Jan 11 

W. Waturr & Co, Lrp—Petn for winding-up, presented Dec 10, directed to be heard 
Jan 12, Stothart & Bannerman, Londou wall, solors for the petners. Notice of 


appearing must reach the above-named not later than 6 o’clock in the afternoon of 
Jan 11 


| 








Resolutions for Winding-up Voluntarily. 


London Gasette.—Furpay, Dec, 17. 
Eptsonta, Lrp, 
Episoy-BgeL_t ConsoLipATED PHoyoararn Co, Lrp. 
JouanNEsBuURG Lanp, BUILDING, AND InvEstmENT Co, LTD. 
Sycamore Works, Lrp, 
H, Borner & Co, Lap, 
Compounp Mrrats Co, Lip. 
Patnswick Gas Licur anp Coxr Co, Lrp. 
WitiraM Baker & Co, Lrp. 
Rewa Manvuracturina Co, Lrp, 
NORM4¢NDY AND Brittany Granitr Co, Lrp. 
CenTRAL Mines Devetoement (Co, Lro. 
County Minera Wares Co, Lap. 
Tennant, Ross & Watsace, Lrp. 
Hatt, Witisuirg & Co, Lrp. 


London Gazette.—Turspay, Dec. 21. 
Vanity Farr, Lrp. 
Ouymp1a Rotter Rink Co, Lrp. 
Hinx.iey & Co, Lrp. 
Wittram Hickson & Sons, Lrpv. 
Evxecrro Peat Coat Co, Lrp. 
CHatwoop’s Patenr Sars anp Locke Co, Lrp (Reconstruction). 
Law GUARANTEE Trausr anp Accipgentr Socigty, Lip. 
TELEGRAPH PrIntine Co, Lip, 
Pennian Cotuirry Co, Lip, 
Axyey Joun Sairn, Lrp. 
Hast Bawk Manvractuarine Co, Lrp, 
Loxp’s Parent Boor Co, Lrp, 
BirmMinGHam Guitp or Hanpicrart, Ltp (Reconstruction), 
Emity Eprtn Mines, Lrp, 
Berper, Lrp. 
Burron Latimer Constrrurionan Crus Co, Lrtp. 
Narsoroucs anp Litriersogre Co-orrerative Sociery, Lrp. 
Wesr Rioise Sream Fisuine Co, Lrp. 
BrrpHvursr Risk Lanp Co, Lrp. 
PETERBOROUGH Lanp Co, Lrp. 








Creditors’ Notices. 
Under Estates in Chancery. 


Last Day or Cuarm. 
London Gazette.—Fripay, Dec, 17. 


Turwer, Frevertcx WILLIAM, sen, and Frepgerick WILLIAM TuvEnER, jun, Buckingham, 
Hotel Keepers Jan 19 Bonner v Dudley and Another, Parker, J Twisden, 
Gray’s inn sq 

London Gazette.—TuEspayY, Dec, 21, 


Biexktn, Coaries Henry, Waltham Cross, Herts, Farmer Feb 1 Joseph Thorley 
(Limited) y Hampton and Another, Joyce, J Rodgers, Bank chmbrs, Strand 


Under 22 & 23 Vict. cap. 35. 
Last Day or Crarm. 
London Gazette.—Fripay, Dec, 17. 


Arxkriysoy, Witttam, North Deighton, nr |Wetherby, Yorks, Farmer Jan 22 Granger & 
Co, Leeds 

Ayes, Magia Exizaugetu, Dedham, Essex Jan14 Synnot, Manningtree 

BARKER, Ernest, Hampstead Jan13 Russell & Co, Old Jewry chmbrs 

Be.., Hivton, Stockton on Tees Jan17 Preston, Middlesbrough 

BrigRLey,JOHN James, Ashton under Lyne, Licensed Victualler Jan22 Ellison, Ashton 
under Lyne ; 

Brows, Lieut-Col Cuaries Braprorp, Northiam, Sussex Jan 21 Budd & Co, Austin 
Friars 

Burcugr, Samukt, Salisbury Jan18 Guillaume & Sons, Salisbury sq 

BuTTeRkLL, Mary, Derby Jan18 Stone, Derby 

Butters, Le Burton, Oxton, Birkenhead, Fruit Merchant Jan 15 Batesons & Co, 
Liverpoo 

Carter, Jony, Cosham, Hants, Road Surveyor Jan 30 Bolitho, Portsea 

CuaTTeRTon, Grorce Joszeru, Caledonian rd Jan 25 Evans & Co, Theobald’s rd, 
Bedford row 

Compiin, Fanny, Anstey, Alton, Hants Jan5 Downie & Gadban, Alton, Hante 

Davies, CATHARINE, Upper}Deal, Kent Jan26 Baileys & Co, Berners st - 

Dumesrcur, ArTHUR Feeperick, Ellesmere Port, Chester, Bank Manager Feb1 Tomlin 
& Chitty, Old Burlington st 

Gipson, Roseat, Sunderland, Naval Pensioner Dec 28 Burnicle & Morton, Sunderland 

Gipson, Lyp1a, Sunderland Dec 28 Burnicle & Morton, Sunderland 

GREENWOOD, JosgrH, Keighley, Yorks Dec 30 Mossman & Co, Bradford 

Guest, Moytaave Joun, Hove, Brighton Jan 18 Joyn::on-Hicks & Co, Norfolk st, Strand 

Hanson, CoAnvies, Charlesworth, Derby Jan 15 Johnston, Stockport 

Havyson, Exvizapetu, Huddersfield Jan15 Wilmshurst & Stones, Huddersfield 

Hanson, Emity Jane Crake, Dover Jan20 Roberts, 43, Bishopsgate st Without 

Hazvteman, Epwarp Pirer, Croydon Jan15 Hunt & Co, Abchurch ln 

Horrocks, Henay, Blackpool Jan31 Whittingham, Bolton 

Horcuin, Amprosk, Brixton Jan19 Kimber & Co, Old Jewry 

Hutcuinson, Ann Mary, Accrington Jan 22 Broughton & Broughton, Accrington 

Hutcuinson, Emity Hargtet, Accrington, Jan22 Broughton & Broughton, Accrington 

Keuiey, James Louis, Leicester Jan 22 Storey, Leicester 

Marsu, Ann, Oxford Jan 17 Fairfax & Barfield, Banbury 

Marston, Isanectta, Moulton Grange, Northampton Jan 15 
Thames Embankment 

Messenaer, Joun, Ibstock, Leicester Janu 31 Loseby & Son, Leicester 

OG.essy, Henry WituiAm, Gainsborough Jan 15 Robbs & Bell, Gaiusborough 

Parry, "ores Llangattock, Brecon, Woodward Jan18 Vaughan & Harris, Crick- 
howell 

Fea, Joanna, Greenwith Wood, Perranarworthal, Cornwall 
Truro 

Porrsr, Evien, Preston, Lancs Janis Coupe, Preston 

Rawovoy, ees Joun, Ripple, Barking Feb 1 Skewes-Cox & Co, Lancas- 
ter p 

Rosinson, — aie Liverpool, Picture Frame Manufacturer Jan 19 Smith & Son, 
Liverpoo 

or - Wituam Joun, Clifton, Bristol Jan 16 Lee & Pemberton, Lincoln's inn 
fields 

RoTHWELL, CuasLorrse, Harrogate Feb1 Raworth & Co, Harrogate 


Williams & James, 


Jan 15 Bennetts, 
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Rownrsee, Jonn, North Shields Jan 17 Brown & Holliday, North Shields 
Rupp, Joseru, Warsop, Notts, Labourer Jan 22 Alcock, Manstield 
RusesiL, Mary Gress, Doncaster Jan21 Atkinson & Son, 


ScHOLEFIELD, SARAn Awn, Sowerby bridge, Yorks Jan 20 


Suaw, Epwin, Nottingham, Antique Dealer Jan 31 Mott, Nottingham 
SxeLtox, SamugL, Wembley Jan18 Skelton, Lincoln's inn fields 


Tuomas, Davin. Forest Row, Sussex Jan18 Haseldine, Abchurch In 

Tuttoca, Witi1aM Cockeritt, Sunderland Jan16 Simey & Iliff, Sunderland 

Wuiraker, Ricuarp, Selly Park, Worcester Jan 24 Hooper & Ryland, Birmingham 

Wicp, Witttam, March, Cambridge Jan31 King & Sharman, March 

Wi sow, Rev Beryarv Ropert, Portsea, Southampton Feb 1 Littledale & Lefroy 
King’s Bench walk, Temple 


Doncaster 
Bailey, Halifax 


srsevens, Sanan Coven, Newport,Mon March14 Rowe & Warren, Ilfracombe | Wooviey, Jans, Abbey garden, Westminster Jan 15 Dutton, Tachbrook st, Pimlico 


Bankruptcy Notices. 


London Gazette.—Frivay, Dec. 17. 


RECEIVING ORDERS. 


A.poy, Harry, Pall Mall, Westminster, Commission Agent 
High Court Pet Aug 12 Ord Dec 14 ; 
Bricut, Wriitam, Corks Farm, Uffculme, Devonshire, 

Farmer Exeter Pet Dec 13 Ord Dec 13 
Bacoy, Harotp, Welbeck st High Court Pet Oct 6 Ord 


Dee 14 
Bren, O, & Co, Redcross st, Manufacturers’ Agent High 
Court Pet Nov 22 Ord Lec 14 
Caapmax, Grorcet Hererrt, Faversham, Kent, Fish- 
monger Canterbury Pet Dec15 Ord Dec 15 
CuarTeres, Richarp Carew, Church st, Camberwell 
High Court Ord Dee 11 : 
Crare, JAMES Hervorp,!Heyworth rd, Clapton High Court 
Pet Dec15 Ord Dec 15 : 
Cuakk, Harninatoy, Grainthorpe, Lincs, Publican Great 
Grimsby Pet Dec13 Ord Dec 13 
Cooper, Atrrep, Great Grimsby, Ironmonger Great 
Grimsby Pet Dee 15 Ord Dec 15 
Davis, Epwarp, Birmingham, Baker Birmingham Pet 
Dee 13 Ord Dec 13 
Davis, Herrert Jouy, Codford St Peter, Wilts, Farmer 
Frome Pet Dec14 Ord Dec 14 
Durepex, Mary Marrna, Southampton, Pastry Cook 
Southampton Pet Dec15 Ord Dec 15 
Fosrer, Rosert, Scarborough, Boot Maker Scarborough 
Pet Dec14 Ord Dec 14 
Gav, Heesert Sipyey, Lockeridge, nr Marlborough, 
Wilts, Haulier Swindon Pet Dec 14 Ord Dec 14 
Haw, Ricnarp Epwis, York, Railway Rullyman York 
Pet Dec 14 Ord Dec 14 
Heapinc, Ronert, Chatteris, Cambridge, Boot Merchant 
Peterborough Pet Dec13 Ord Dec 13 
Heenert, Harry CHARLES, Badsey, Worcester Grocer’s 
Assistant Worcester Pet Novy 18 Ord Dec 14 
Hoasr, Grorce Bensamin, Andover, Wheelwright 
Salisbury Pet Dec 15 Ord Dec 15 
Jacxsox, Samuen Deacon, Coalville, Leicester, Butcher 
Burton on Trent Pet Dec13 Ord Dec 13 
Kennepy, Freep, Liverpool, Fruit Merchant Liverpool 
Pet Decl Ord Dee 15 
Kisry,’Groror, Wiii1aM,Scarborough,Grocer Scarborough 
Pet Dec 13 Ord Dec 13 
Leumon, Joun, Ratby, Leicester, Baker Leicester Pet Dec 
138 Ord Dec 13 
Mitrer, Vicrorn H,Oxford High Court Pet Nov1s Ord 
Dec 15 . 
MotnuerspaLe, Davin, Sutton on Forest, Yorks, Green- 
grocer York Pet Dec14 Ord Dec 14 
Otiver, Grigert, Jermyn st, St James, Club Proprietor 
High Court Pet Nov 23 Ord Dec 15 
Osr. James Spencer. Hove, Sussex, Army Officer Brighton 
Pet Oct 6 Ord Dec 13 
Prater, Farperick Unran, Brynhyffryd, Swansea, Under- 
taker Swansea Pet Decl4 Ord Dec 14 
Ratcurr, Rates, Sunbury, Butcher Kingston, Surrey 
Pet Nov 22 Ord Dec 14 
Ray, James, Horsforth, Yorks, Botanic Brewer Leeds 
Pet Dec 13 Ord Dec 13 
RoperTsoyN, Eart Lucius, Shaftesbury av, Piccadilly cir, 
Dentist High Court Pet Nov1l Ord Dec 13 
Roy+ron, Joz, Fartown, Huddersfield, Commercial Travel- 
ler Huddersfield Pet Dec11 Ord Dec 11 
Stepan, Sipygy Artuur, Camberley, Cycle Dealer Cuild- 
ford Pet Nov 25 Ord Dec 14 
Tuomas, Evwarp, Cadoxton, Barry Cardiff Pet Dec 10 
Ord Dee 10 
Turner, Frep, Glenfield, Sowerby Bridge, Yorks, Joiner 
Halifax Pet Dec 13 Ord Dec 13 
Twyroxp, Tuomas, Leeds, Dentist Leeds Pet Dee 14 
Ord Dec 14 
Watxer, Konert FEpwry, Hereford Electrical Engineer 
Hereford Pet Nuv 23 Ord Dec 18 








Rosertson, Eart Lucius, Shaftesbury av, Piccadilly Circus 
Dentist Dec 29at11 Bankruptcy bldgs, Carey st 
Suaw, Cuaisrorurr Pearson, Nottingham, Architect Dec 
39 at 11 Off Rec, 4, Castle pl, Park st, Nottingham 
Tayior. Anruur Marx, Cardiff, Swimming Baths Pro- 

prietor Dec 30 at 11 Off Rec, 117, St Mary st, Cardiff 
Younoman, Henry Ricuwarp, Scarborough, Provision | Tuomas, Epwarp, Cadoxton, Barry Dec 30 at-3 Off Ree 
Dealer Scarborough Pet Dec 15 Ord Dec 15 | 117, St Mary st, Cardiff 
Amended Notice substituted for that published in | Tuomas, Wiittam, Penmark, Glam, Carpenter Dec 30 at 
London Gazette of Dee 3: 2.3) Off Rec, 117, St Mary st, Cardiff é 
k | Turner, Frep, Glenfield, Sowerby Bridge, Yorks, Joiner 
Mippiggurst, Joun Epwarp, Moss Side, Manchester Dec 30 at 10.45 County Court, Prescott st, Halifax 
Accountant Manchester Pet Sept 14 Ord Dee 1 | Twyrorp, Taomas, Leeds, Dentist Dec 30 at 11.30 Of 
FIRST MEETINGS. | Rec, 24, Bond st, Leeds 
A.pox, Harry, Pall Mall, Westminster, Commission Agent ADJTUDICATIONS. 
Dec 29 at 11_ Bankruptey bldgs, Carey st | a . 
Auver, Ronert Prestox, Barnards Green, Malvern, Wor- | AME®Y, F, King st, Camden Town, Draper High Court 
cester, Grocer Dec 3lat 11 Off Rec, t1, Copenhagen | ,, Pet Oct 21 Ord Dec 14 —_ 
st, Worcester | Briaur, Wrirtam, Corks Farm, Utfculme, Devonshi:e, 
Bacon, Harotp, Welbeck st Dec 30 at 11 Bankruptcy | ,, Farmer Exeter Pet Dec 13_ Ord Dec 13 ss 
bldgs, Carey sl “ | Coarmax, Grorar Hernert, Faversham, Kent, Fish- 
Brrr, O, & Company, Redcross st, Manufacturers’ Agents |, ™monger Canterbury Pet Dec 15 Ord Dee 15 : 
Dec 29 at 12 Bankruptcy bldgs. Carey +t Carr, James Hervorp, Heyworth rd, Clapton High 
Buaxine, ArTave Wittiam, King’s Lynn, Norfolk, Tailor |, Court Pet Dec 15 Ord Dec 15 ; : 
Dec 29 at 12.30 Off Ree, 8, King st, Norwich | CLARK, Harrineron, Austin Fen, Grainthorpe, Lincoln- 
Buiyrur, Ricnarp Crci, Pinxton, Derby, Boot Dealer | shire, | Publican Great Grimsby Pet Dee 18° Ord 
Dee 30 at11 Off Ree, 47, Full st, Derby Dee 13 : 
Botp, Jamus, New Moston. nr Manchester, Builder Dec3) | Coore®, Atrrep, Great Grimsby 
at 2.30 Off Rec, Byrom st. Manchester Grimsby Pet Dec 15 Ord Dee 15 > 
Cuanrezs, Ricuarp Carew, Church st, Camberwell Dec | DANtLt. Warwick B, Beckenham Croydon Pet Sept 9 
29at1 Bankruptcy bldgs, Carey st | Ord Dee 15 — —_ 
Coxz, Joux Josevi, Lowestoft, Fishing Boat Owner | DAVID, Eowarp, Birmingham, Baker Birmingham Pet 
Dee 29 at 3.30 Suffolk Hotel, Low stort Dee 13 Ord Dec 15 ' 2 
Dixon, Lovis Hewry, Nottingham, Tobacco Dealers Dec Davis, HERBERT JOHN, Lower Farm. Codford St Peter, 
29 at 12 Off Rec, 4, Castle pl, Park st, Nottingham Wilts, Faimer Frome Pet Dec 14 Ord Dee t4 
Duerpoy, Mary Martua, Southampton, Pastryeook Dee Dowstna, Henry Barker, Bradford, Print:r Bradtord 
28 at 11.30 Off Rec, Mid’and Benk chmbrs, High st, Pet Nov18 Ord Dec13 ; 
Southampton Duerpex, Mary Marrua, Southampton, Pastrycook 


Eccies, Frank, Flint, Stationer Dec 30 at 39 Cry , Southampton Pet Dec 15 Ord Dec 15 
: chutes, Setione a 30 af 11. Crypt Forsrer, Ronerr, Scarborough, Boot Maker Scarborough 


Evans, Joun James, Caerau, nr Bridgend, Giam, Builder | ,, Pet Dec 14 Ord Dec 14 ee . 
Dec 30 at 12 Off Ree, 117, St Mary st, Cardiff | Fow.ss, Bessamm Pasxison, Leverington, Tele of Bly, 

Eyton, A Tupor, Llanerchymor, Holywell Dee 30 at 12 | youn Farmer King’s Lyon Pet Nov 19 Ord 
Crypt chmbrs, Eastgate row, Chester . ~~ s 

Seon, Bensamin eae ta Isle of Ely, | Fatepury, Avert Orro, Bradford, Jeweller Bradford 


Cambridge, Farmer Jan6éut12 Cou s g’s |, Pet Dec2 Ord Dec 13 F 
Lynn ge ; ee ourthouse, King Gave, Hranert Sipnery, Lockeridge, near Marlborough, 


Haw, Ricuarp Epwiy, York, Railway Rulleyman Dec | Hanlier Swindon Pet Dec 14 Ord Dec 14 : 
30 at 4.30 Off Kec, The Red House, Duncombe pl, | oe, See ree ee Railway Rutleyman York 
| > 4 ‘ ec 


York ; ‘ 
Heesert, Harry Cuarirs, Badsey, Worcester, Grocer’s | —— Ronert, Chatteris, Cambridge, Root Merchant 
Assistant 31 at 11.30 Off Rec ‘onenhag at -eterborough Pet Dec 13 Ord Dec 13 : 
sistant Dec 31 at 1 f Kec, 11, Copenhagen st, Hoark, George Bexsamin, Andover, Hants, Wheelwright 


J veggie Salisbury Pet Dec 15 Ord Dee 1 
ounson, Oxriver E , Colne. ’ » 20 3 ij f alisb et ec ( ec o . 
on, Otiver EpwArp, Colne, Draper Dee 31 at 10.15 Jackson, Saucer, Dsacox, Coalville, Leicester, Butcher 


County Court House, Kankhonse st, Buruley 
Lawson : y. Eilon aa an 26) . Burton on Trent Pet Dec 13 Ord Dee 13 
"hen i etiaes ae me Sewas OF Josers, Avrauam, Newcastle on Tyne, Saddler Newcastl2 
Ppa ede 8 ’ - p » Ra on Tyne Pet Dec 2 Ord Dec 11 
ee eae Dee Slat 12 Off Rec, | Krispy, Grorce Wriraam, Scarborough, Grocer Scar- 
‘s 5 SU, - r Jer > . * 15 
ListTER, Rurus, Roberttowa, Liversedge, Yorks, Licensed Ke pes Sey 13 a oe 7. k Civil Engi 
Victualler Dec 30 at 11 Off Rec, Bank chmbrs, Cor- | “ Thich Court Pet Oct 15 Od Deo 11" sits — 


poration st, Dewsbury | ‘ A : te ; 
LiLEWweEtLyyN, EvizaBerii, Studley, Warwickshire Dec 30 at | —- ow. Se Leicester, Baker Leicester Pet 


3 ff c igh st, Coventr 
Off Rec, High st, Coventry Lugweuyy. Evizaseru, Stutiey, Warwick, Widow War 


Wuirr, AtrreD RowLanp, Mangotsfield, Gloucs, Profes- 
sional Golf Player Bristol Pet Dec 13 Ord Dec 13 

Wituiams, James Gestix, Stockton on Tees, Hecsier 
Stockton on Tees Pet Dec 14 Ord Dec 14 

Woop, Cuartes Henry, Brampton Bierlow, nr Rotherham, 
Yorks, Grocer Sheffield Pet Dec 13 Ord Dee 1% 


Ironmonger Great 





Lopar, Henry ris 2 : 30 at3 r Ree . 
opGk, Henry, Sacriston, Durham Dee 30 at Off Ree, wick Pet Aug 13 Ord Dee 10 


3, Manor pl, Sunderland hes - : 
Moruerspate, Davip Sutton on Forest, Yorks. Greengrover eg ge ~ Ane Kingdan’ vf Righ 
saad at 3.15 Off Rec, The Red House, Duncombe pl, Mornerspar, Davin, Sutton on Forest, Yorks, Green- 
° ze | grocer York Pet Dee 14 Ord Dee 14 
Mippienurst, Joun Eowarp, Moss Side Munchester, Ac- | Parsons, Wittiam, Amhurst rd, Hackney, Engineer High 


countant Dec3)at3 Off Rec, Byrom st, Manchester | Court Pet Nov17 Ord Dec 11 
Ray, James, Horsforth, York, Botanic Brewer Dec 30at11 | Pecurr, Frepericx Urtan, Brynhyifryd, Swansea, Under- 
Off Rec, 24, Bond st, Leeds | taker Swansea Pet Dee 14 Ord Dee lt 


Hudderstield, Commercial | Bay, James, Horsforth, Yorks, Botanic Brewer Leeds 


Roystoxy, Jor, Fartown, 
Pet Dee 13 Ord Dee 13 


Traveller Dee s0 at 2.15 Hudderstield Lacorporated 
Law Society’s Room, Imperial Arcade, New st, | Roystoxs, Jox, Fartown, Huddersfield, Commercial 





Hudderatieid | Travellor Huddersfield Pet Deoll Ord Dee 1 








THE LICENSES INSURANCE CORPORATION AND GUARANTEE 


MOoORGATEH STRAT, LOonNpowm, 


FUND, LIMITED, 


m.o. 
ESTABLISHED I 1890. 


EXCLUSIVE BUSINESS—LICENSED PROPERTY. 





SPECIALISTS IN ALL LICENSING MATTERS. 


Upwards of 650 Appeals to Quarter sessions have been conducted under the 
direction ana supervision of the Corporation. 


“a 





Suitable Insurance Clauses for inserting in Leases or Mortgages of Licensed Property, Settied by Counsel, will be sent 


on application. 
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Suaw, ‘Cuaistoruer Pearson, Bingham, Notts, 
Nottingham Pet Novi1l Ord Dec 15 

Stacc, Witt1am Bowes, Luton, Clothier Luton Pet Nov 
27 Ord Dec 13 

Sreex, Samurt, Goldhurst ter, Hampstead High Court 
Pet Nov 16 Ord Dec 13 

Stites, Ciement Roperic 
Pet Dec 9 Ord Dee 14 

Tuomas, Epwarp, Uadoxton, Barry Cardiff 
Ord Dec 10 

Turner, Frep, Sowerby Bridge, Yorks, 
Pet Dee 13 Ord Dec 13 

— wn Leeds, 
Ord Dee 1 

WAtker, Witssa. Stockport, Mason Stockport 
10 Ord Dec1 

Whitt, ALFRED ive LANDS, Mangotsfield, Professional Golf 
Player Bristol Pet Dec 13 Ord Dee 14 

Wiis, James Gestin, Stockton on Tees, Hosier Stock- 
ton on Tees Pet Dec14 Ord Dec 14 

Woop, Cuarves Henry, 
Yorks, Grocer Sheffield Pet Dec13 Ord Dec 13 

Youyomay, Henry Ricuarp, Scarborough, Provision 
Dealer Scarborough Pet Dec15 Ord Dec15 


» Wallington, Surrey Croydon 


Joiner Halifax 
Pet Dee 14 
Pet Dec 


Dentist Leeds 


Amended fa e substituted for that published in 
he London Gazette of Dec 7: 


ELsoyn, ian sen, Godalming, Fancy Goods Dealer's 
Agent Bristol Pet Decl Ord Dec4 


ADJUDICATION ANNULLED, 


Denyy, Wituiam Epneraim, Radford rd, Lewisham, Civil 
Servant High Court Adjud July 31 Annul Dec 14 


ADJUDICATION ANNULLED —_ RECEIVING 
ORDER RESCINDE 


Garpiner, Arape tia, Rhyl, Flint “cal Rec Ord Nov 
8,1907 Adjud Nov 12, 1907 Rescand Annul Dec 13, 
1909 

London Gazette,—Turspay Dec, 21. 
RECEIVING ORDER3. 

Barker, Cuartes Henry, Norwich, Baker 
Pet Nov 22 Ord Dec 18 

Bersteix, D, & Co, Golden In, Mantle Manufacturer High 
Court Pet Sept 28 Ord Nov 23 

Boon, Avsert, Sands, Harriseahead, Staffs, 
Hanley Pet Dec 17 Ord Dec 17 

Carr, JouN Parkinson, Grantham, Cycle Agent 
ham Pet Dec 16 Ord Dec 15 

Cocks, Witt1am Vicurs, Redruth, Cornwall, Grocer Truro 
Pet Dec 18 Ord Dec 18 


Davigrs, Joun Wrywxe, West Bradenham, Norfolk King’s 


Lynn Pet Dec 16 ord Dec16 

Davis, Frank Nevsonx, Whitchurch, Hants, Poultry Deaier 
Balisbury Pet Dec18 Ord Dec 18 

Dower 1, Joan Wittiam Haron, Balsall Heath, Worces- 
ter, Bedstead Fitter Birmingham Pet Dee 16 Ord 
Dec 16 

Duckett, ALBERT, 
ford, Builders 


and Witiram Dockert, Thornton, Brad- 

Bradford Pet Dec 16 Ord Dec 16 

Dunz, WitHevo, Buckingham st, Strand, Merchant High 
Court Pet May 19 Ord Dec 17 

Evaye, Jonny, Treorky, Glam, U a Ponty- 
pridd Pet Dec 17 Ord Dec 17 

Garcory, WiLi1AM Joun, Tre a rt, Glam, Haulier Ponty- 
pridd Pet Dec 15 Ord Dec 15 

Harpina, Nicnovas, Sunderland, 
Dec 17 Ord Dec 17 

Harman, Eruraim Joux, Walford, Hereford, Drainage 
Contractor Hereford Pet Dec 18 Ord Dee 18 

Horsey, E & P, East Sheen, Surrey, Builders Wands- 
worth Pet Dec2 Ord Dec 16 

Hovcuton, Tuomas Henry Butter, 
Leicester Pet Dec 17 Ord Dec 17 

Jacxsow, Jonn Grorae, Plymouth, Solicitor 
Pet Dec14 Ord Dec 18 

James, Davip Henry, Newport, Mon, Confectioner New 
port, Mon Pet Dec 9 Ord Dec 15 

Jounson, Ricnarp, Thornton Heath, Joiner Croydon Pet 
Dec17 Ord Dec 17 

Lockxwoop, Ernest Lipparp, Holme Hale, Norfolk, Baker 
King’s Lyon Pet Decl7 Ord Dec 17 

High 

Conrt Pet Nov 20 Ord Dec 15 

Mouuuns, Gustavus Heaney Witiiam, Ryde, I of W, 

Reeve, Tuomas Water, Lowestoit’ Smack Owner 
Yarmouth Pet Dec 18 Ord Dec 18 


Grocer Sunderland Pet 


Leicester, 


Plymouth 


Maaewyus, J Leorotp, Albany court yd, Piccadilly 
Photographer Newport Pet Dec 14 Ord Dee l4 


Gt 


Architect 


Pet Dec 10 


Brampton Bierlow, nr Rotherham, | 
| ALLAN, ALI 


| Birxty, 


| BRusvegss, 


| Cooper, ALFRED, Great Grimsby, [ronmonger 
1 


Norwich | 


Builder | 
Notting- | 


Butcher 


Satmoy, Hasry Backuoose, Thane villas, Holloway, Clerk 
High Court Pet Dec17 Ord Decl7 
Simmons, Ricnarp, Hambledon View rd, nr Blackburn, 
Mason Burnley Pet Dec16 Ord Dec 16 
Sims, Caances, Manor Park, Essex High Court Pet Oct9 
Ord Dec 16 
Saitn, Henry, Holmer (Without), Hereford, Builder Here- 
ford Pet Dec18 Ord Dec 18 
Somervitte, Samugt Watiace May, Warnford, Bishops 
oa Southampton Southampton Pet Dec4 Ord 
Jec 17 
Taytor, Cuarves, Weston super Mare, Builder Bridgwater 
Pet Dec 17 Ord Dee 17 
Tarowrr, CHartes Sipyey, King’s Lynn, Hairdresser 
King’s Lynn Pet Dec 18 Ord Dec 18 
Waker, Tuomas GoopaLt, Seamer, 
Licensed Victualler Scarborough Pet Dec 17 
Dec 17 
Witpman, Joun Rosert, Leeds,Coal Merchant High Court 
Pet Dec 16 Ord Dec 16 
Wericut, Francis, Haswell Moor, Haswell, Durham, Motor 
Repairer Sunderland Pet Dec16 Ord Dec 16 
FIRST MEETINGS. 
rep Foster, Blaina, Mon, Grocer 
Off Rec, 144, Commercial st, Newport, Mon 
3erNSTEIN, D & Co, Golden In, Mantle Manufacturers 
Dec 30 at12 Bankruptcy bldgs, Carey st 
Wit.tiam Tuomas, Fishguard, Pembroke, Boot 
— Jan 7 at 12.30 Temperance Hall, Pembroke 
Jock 
Bricut, Wittiam, Uffculme, Devon, Farmer 
at 12.30 Off Rec, 9, Bedford circus, Exeter 
Joun, Hove, Sussex, Civil Engineer 
11.30 Off Rec, 4, Pavilion bldgs, Brighton 
CARTWRIGHT. Freperick, Hadfield, Derby, Grocer Dec 31 
at 2.30 Off Rec, Byrom st, Manchester 
Criark, JAMES Herrorp, Heyworth rd, Clapton Dec 31 at 
12 Bankruptcy bldgs, Carey st 
CiarRK, Hagginoton, Grainthorpe, Lines, Publican Dec 
30 at1l Off Rec, St Mary’s chmbrs, Great Grimsby 
Dec 30 at 
1.30 Off Rec, St Mary’s chmbrs, Great Grimsby 
Davis, Witt1am Ho.ioway, Lower Kyrewood, nr Tenbury 
Worcester, Farmer Jan 4at 2.15 Lion Hotel, Kidder- 
mioster 
Duckett, ALBERT, and Wititam Duckert, Thornton, 
Bradford, Builders Dec 30 at 3 Off Rec, 12, Duke st, 
Bradford 
Evans, JOHN, 
30 at 11.30 
Pontypridd 


nr Scarborough, 
Ord 


Dec 31 at 12 


Dee 30 
Dec 30 at 


Treorky, Glam, Underground Haulier Dec 
Off Rec, Post Office chmbrs, Taff st, 


Eyxyn, Saran Royston, Kingham, Chipping Norton, Ox- 


Dec 31 at 12 1, St Aldates, Oxford 

toBERT, Scarborough, Boot Maker Dec 31 at 4.30 
Rec 48, Westborough, Scarborough 
Hersert Sipvey, Lockeridge, nr Marlborough, 
Dec 30 at 11 Off ;Rec, 38, Regent circus, 


ford 

Foster, 
Off 

GALE, 
Haulier 
Swindon 

Greoory, Wittiam Joun, Treherbert, Glam, Haulier Dec 
— Off Rec, Post Office chmbrs, Taff st, Ponty- 
pri ( 

Hgapine, Ronert, Chatteris, Cambridge, Root Merchant 
Dec 29 at 2.45 White Hart Hotel, Chatteris 

Hitt, Anprew, Ridgeway, Enfield Dec 31 at 12 14, 
Bedford row, London 

Hoare, Grorce Bewsamix, Andover, Wheelwright Dec 
30 atl Off Rec, City chmbrs, Catherine st, Salisbury 

Horsey, E & P, East Sheen, Surrey, Builders Dec 30 at 
11.30 132, York rd, Westminster Bridge 

Hovucutoy, Tuomas Henry Butwier, Leicester, Butcher 
Dec 31 at 12 Off Rec, 1, Berridge st, Leicester 


| Hueues, Rosert, Maindee, Newport, Mon, Hotel Proprie- 


tor Dec 3latil Off Ree, 144, Commercial st, New- 
port, Mon 

Jackson, Samurt Deacon, Coalville, Leicester, Butcher 
Dec 30 at 12 132, York rd, Westminster Bridge 

Jounson, Ricuarp, Thornton Heath, Surrey, Joiner Dec 
30 at 12 132, York rd, Westminster Bridge 

Key, Wittiam CHarces, Sleaford, Lincs, Grocer Dee 30 
at 12.30 Off Ree, 10, Bank st, Lincoln 

Kissy, Gzorer Wiiuiam, Scarborough, Grocer Dec 31 at 4 
Off Rec, 48, Westborough, Scarburough 

Lunp, Isaac Aryyson, Harpurhey, Manchester, Cabinet 
Maker Dec 30at330 Off Rec, Byrom st, Manchester 

Maayus, J Leorotp, Albany Court yard, Piccadilly Dec 
31 at 11 Bankruptcy bldgs, Carey st 

Mitier, Victor H, Oxford Dec 30 at1 Bankruptcy bldgs, 
Carey st 

Otiver, Gitpert, Jermyn st, St James, Club Proprietor 
Dec 31 at 1 Bankruptcy bldgs, Carey st 





The Oldest Insurance Office in the World. 












































Copaod from Policy dated 1788, 


Law Courts Branch : 


SUN 


Insurances effected on the following risks :— 


FIRE OFFICE 


FOUNDED 1710, 


Heap Orricr: 


63, THREADNEEDLE ST., E.C, 


FIRE DAMAGE. 


RESULTANT LOSS OF RENT AND PROFITS. 


EMPLOYERS’ LIABILITY and | PERSONAL 
WORKMEN’S COMPENSATION, | SICKNESS and DISEASE, 
including ACCIDENTS TO | FIDELITY GUARANTEE, 
DOMESTIC SERVANTS. 


40, CHANCERY LANE, W.C. 


ACCIDENT, 


| BURGLARY, 


A, W. COUSINS, District Manager. 








Org, James Spencer, Hove, Sussex, Army Officer Dec 99 
at12 Off Ree, 41, Pavilion bidgs, Brighton 

PEGLeEr. Freperic K Unran, Brynhyffryd, Swansea, 
Undertaker Dec 30 at11 Off Rec, Government bldgs, 
St Mary’s st, Swansea 

Ratc irr, RaLpa, Sunbury, Butcher Dec 29 at 11.30 182, 
York rd, Westminster Bridge 

Row ey, Frank, Whaley Bridge, Cheshire Dec 30 ati 
Off Rec, Castle chmbrs, 6, Vernon st, Stockport 

Satmon, Harry BackuovussE, Thane villas, Holloway, Clerk 
Dec 31 at 12 Bankruptcy bldgs, Carey st 

Sims, Cuar_es, Durham rd, Manor Park, Essex Dec 30 at 
12 Bankruptcy bldga, Carey st 

Stace, Witi1am Bowes, Luton, Clothier Jan 1 at 19 
Off Rec, The Parade, Northampton 

SrepmMan, Sipney Artuur, Camberley, Surrey, Cycle 
Dealer Dec 29 at 12 132, York - Westminster 
Bridge 

Swainy, ALBert, West Hartlepool, Builder Dec 30 at 2.39 

ff Rec, 3, Manor pl, Sunderland 

Watker, Tuomas Goopatt, Seamer, nr Scarborough, 
Licensed Victualler Jan3at 4.30 Off Rec, 48, West. 
borough, Scarborough 

Wacker, Witiiam, Stockport, Mason Dec 30 at 11.39 
Otf Rec, Castle chmbrs, 6, Vernon st, Stockport 

Witpmay, Jonny Ropert, Leeds, Coal Merchant Dec 30 at 
11 Bankruptcy bidgs, Carey st 

Wiuiams, Tuomas, Aberystwyth, Cardigav, Plumber Jan 
6 at 12.15 Townhall, Aberystwyth 

Wowwnacott, Cuaritey Tuomas, Plymouth, Butcher Dee 
30 at 3.30 7, Buckland ter, Plymouth 

Woop, Caagves Henry, Brampton Bierlow, nr Rotherham, 
Yorks, Grocer Jan 6 at 12 Off Rec, Figtree In, 
Sheffield 

Younomay, Henry RIcHARpD, 
Dealer Jan 3 at 4 Off Ree, 


borough 
ADJUDICATIONS. 
Preston 


Scarborough, Provision 
48, Westborough, Scar- 


Baitey, Ricuarp Henry, Blackpool Pet Nov 4 
Ord Dec 16 

Beit, Water THeopore, Dallington, Sussex Hastings 
Pet Aug 26 Ord Dec 16 

Birkin, WittiaAmM Tuomas, Fishguard, 
Maker Pembroke Dock Pet Dec ll 

Boon, Apert, Harriseahad, Staffs, Builder 
Dec 17 Ord Dee 17 

Carr, JouN PaRKINSON, 
Furniture Manufacturer 
Ord Dec 16 

Cocks, Writiam Vicurs, Redruth, Cornwall, Grocer Trurv 
Pet Dec 18 Ord Dec 18 

Wrnsyz, West Bradenham, Norfolk 

Pet Dec 16 Ord Dec 16 

Davis, Frank Newson, Whitchurch, Hants, 
Farmer Salisbury Pet Dec18 Ord Dec 18 

Dowe.t, Joun Wi1LL1AM Harovp, Balsall Heath, Worcester, 
Bedstead Fitter Birmingham Pet Dec16 Ord Dec}6 

Duckett, ALBERT, and Witiiam Duckett, Thornton, Brad- 
ford, Builders Bradford Pet Deci6é Ord Dec 16 

Epwarps, Sypnry Grorce, John st, Adelphi, Property 
Dealer High Court Pet Oct8 Ord Dec 16 

Evans, Jonny, Treorky, Glam, Underground 
Pontypridd Pet Dec17 Ord Dec 17 

Fisugr, GeorGe S8xaty, West Hartlepool, 
Sunderland Pet Sept 30 Ord Dec 16 

Garry, Ricnarp Tuomas, Reading, Grocer Reading Pet 
Nov 24 Ord Dec 15 

Grrcory, Witc1am Jonyx, Treherbert, Glam, 
Pontypridd Pet Dec 15 Ord Dec 1 

Hargpine, Nicsoias, Sunderland, Grocer 
Pet Dec 17 Ord Dec 17 

Harman, Epuraim Joun, Walford, Hereford, Drainage 
Contractor Hereford Pet Dec18 Ord Dec 18 

Hersert, Harry Caarwes, Badsey, Worcester, Grocer’s 
Assistant Worcester Pet Nov18 Ord Dec 14 

Hosrer, Atpert Berteaam, New Broad st High Court 
Pet July 31 Ord Dec 16 

Hovcuton, Toomas Henry Burcer, Butcher 
Leicester Pet Dec17 Ord Dec 17 

James, Lypia Mary, High rd, Leytonstone, Underclothing 
Manufacturer High Court Pet Nov19 Ord Dec 16 

Kennepy, Frep, Liverpool, Fruit Merchant Liverpool 
Pet Decl Ord Dec 16 

Leckwoop, Eryest Lipparp, Holme, Hale, 
Baker King’sLynn Pet Dec17 Ord Dec 17 

Luy1, Grorak, Liverpool, Boot Dealer Liverpool 
25 Ord Dec 18 

Purpy, Wi.tiam, Hurst Park, Prescot, 
Liverpool Pet Nov3 Ord Dec 18 

Rartcuirre, Sunbury, Buicher Kingston, Surrey Pet Nov 
22 Ord Dec 17 

Rexve, Tuomas Water, Lowestoft, Smack Owner Great 
Yarmouth Pet Dec 18 Ord Dec 18 

Satmon, Harry Backuouss, Thane villas, Holloway, Clerk 
High Court Pet Dec 17 Ord Dec 17 

Simmons, Ricnarp, Read, nr Blackburn, Mason Burnley 
Pet Dec 16 Ord Dec 16 

Smiru, Henry, Holmer, Hereford, Builder Hereford Pet 
Dec 18 Ord Dec 18 

So.tomons, CuaB_es Henry, 
High Court Pet Aug 12 Ord Dec 1 

Srevens, Water, Bethnal Green, Chair Manufacturer 
High Court Pet Oct 26 Orda Dec 16 

Taytor, Cuak.es, Weston super Mare, Builder Bridgwater 
Pet Dec 17 Ord Dee 17 

Turower, CHarLes Sipney, Kings Lynn, Norfolk, Hair- 
dresser King’s Lynn Pet Dec 18 Ord Dec 18 

Waker, Taomas GoopaLL, Seamer, nr Scarborough, 
Licensed Victualler Scarborough Pet Dec 17 Ord 
Dec 17 

Wericnt, Francis, Haswell Moor, a, Pain, Motor 
Repairer Sunderland Pet Dec16 Ord Dec 16 

Youse, Jonny Tuomas, Sturminster Marsbell, "Penni 
Harness Maker Poole Pet Nov 12 Ord Dec 16 


Amended Notice substituted for that pe in the 
London Gazette of Dec 17 : 
Davis, Epwarp, 1 ~ cman Baker Birmingham Pet 
Dec13 Ord Dec 1 


Pembroke, Boot 
Ord Dec 16 
Hanley Pet 


Grantham, Lincs, ‘Artistic 
Nottingham Pet Dec 16 


Davies, JOHN 
King’s Lynn 
Poultry 


Haulier 


Solicitor 


Haulier 


Sunderland 


Leicester, 


Norfolk, 
Pet Nov 


Lancs, Builder 


Pall Mall, Ee Agent 




















